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A VinvicaT1on of the Brief Diſ- 
courſe concerning the Notes of the 


Church. 


Hen we are almoſt tired with grave and 
ſerious Diſputes, it is very comfortable 
to meet with a pleaſant and diverting 


| Adverſary, who ſerves inſtead of a Pre- : 
waricator, or Terre Filins, to refreſh and recruit our Spi- 
rits with a Scene of Mirth. And though this Juſti- 
fier of Bellarmin's Notes looks very demurely, and ar- 
gues very Logically, and ſeems to be in very good 
Earneſt, yet a Merry Andrew will be a Merry Andrew 
ſtill, though he be dreft up in the Habit of a Philo- 
ſopher ; and therefore I muſt beg my Readers Pardon, 
if I cannot forbear Smiling ſometimes, though to pa 
due reſpe& to my Adverlary, and to maintain a ruſt 
Decorum, I will do it very gravely too. 
He begins very movingly. The World is come to a n4vG md 
ne paſs, when it ſhall 4s good as deny Chriſt's One gat Mmen 
Holy Catholick Church. This is very wicked indeed ! 9 Nt, pr. 
But who are theſe Miſcreants, that dare do ſuch a 
Thing? A Company of Senſeleſs Wretches, who de- 
ny Chriſt's Church, and yet confeſs, that there is no 
remiſſion of Sins, or Eternal Salvation out of it. "Then 
I ſuppoſe, they are Men, who don't- care much for 
Salvation, nor Sence : for to deny a Church, out of 
" A 2 which, 
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-which they confeſs there is no Salvation, is to reſolve 


to be damned ; and to ſay, that Salvation is not to be 
had out of the Church, and yet that Chriſt has no 
fuch; Church, deſerves Damnation, as much as; Non- 
ſence does. © And therefore I ſuppoſe by as good he 
does not meari, that they altogerher deny 'it, but do 
ſomething 4s 2ood, or rather as bad as that ; but what 
this ſhould be, I cannot gueſs, unleſs it be to deny 
the Roman-Catholick Church to be this One Holy Catho- 
lick Church of Chriſt, and that indeed is a very fad 
thing too. And they ſeek ro baffle thoſe, who by Prayer 
and Guidance of God's good Spirit, ſearch to find gout, 
1. e. they contute Bellarmin's Notes of a Church, 
and that muſt be confeſſed to be a very fad thing 
alſo, and as gocd as denying Chriſt's One Holy Catho- 

lick Church. | 
| Well! Cardinal Bellarmin (after others) hath to very 
good purpoſe lent his helping Hand, to ſhew us the City 
built on a Hill. But it had been better he had lent 
us his Eyes; for Proteſtants ſee with their Eyes, and 
not with their Hands ;. and notwithſtanding his point- 
ing to it, we cannot ſee what he would ſhew us, 

unleſs it be the Church built on Seven Hills, _ 
But this is all: zo /ittle purpoſe with the Obſtinate, 
who. will not agree, . neither what the Church i, no nor 
what a Note may be. This ts unpardonable Obſtina- 
cy, that we deſire the Cardinal or any one for him, 
firſt to tell us, what a true Church is, - before he 
tells us, which is the. true Church, to explain ,the 
Nature before he gives-us the External Notes and 
Marks of a Church, which .is- as unreaſonable as to 
ask, what a Hipd, and a Panther is, before we ask, 
of what Colour they are, whether White or Spotted : 
| and 
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concerning the Notes of the Chach. 
and who would think any one ſhould be fo perverſe, as 
to a5k-what a Note is, which our Author will give us 
a learned Definition of preſently. . 

"The Diſcourſer had faid, pag. 3. "That a Church is « 
Society of Chriſtians united ander Chriſtian Paſtors for 
the 4” ou of Chriſt, and wherever we find ſuch a Soci- 
ety as this, there is a Chriſtian Church, and all ſuch parti- 
cular or national Churches all the World over, make up the 
whole Chriſtian Church, or the Univerſal Church of Chriſt. 
Thar is ( fays the Juſtifier, 44: 2. ) whatſoever there- 
fore is the Denomination of elievers, Abaſline or Ar- 
menian, Greek, Roman, /et #s add, Lutheran, Calvi- 
niſt, with « wide, &C. they are each of them Churches of 
Chrift (ſuppoſe this, of which more preſently, and if 
we allow the Roman, they may modeitly allow all the 
reſt) and the Church Univerſal is nothing elſe but ths 
Azeregate, or omnium gatherum (very elegantly) of 
all {ch Profeſſions. And what then * The Charch 
Univerſal is made up of all particular Churches: What 
then doyou ſay? Why pray, conſider, whoever thou art, 
good Reader, the Church Catholick conſiſting of all Nations, 
Jew and Gentile, and therefore primarily called Catholick, 
(and therefore not from their Union to the Biſhop of 
Rome, as the Head of Catholick Unity) had its Plan- 
tation by ony bleſſed Lord and his Apoſties, in one Faith, 
- 4nd one Communion, antetedently to all ſuch Diviſions 
that now or then were made by the Craft and Policy of 
Satan. A notable Obſervation this ! That the Faith 
and Communion of the Church was one, beſore,it was 
divided : Whar then ? And therefare fat is the Univer: 
[al Charch from being an Aggregate of all Juth Breithes 
of Faith and Charity. An Aggregate of Breaches, in 
Union of Diviſions may poſſibly be as good a Chtrch 
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as it is ſenſe, But though Breaches cannot very well 
be aggregated, it is e that rwo divided Churches 
may both belong to the one Body of Chrift, as quar- 
relling Brethren may till be the Children of the ſame 
Father, and owned by him too, though correted -and 
puniſhed for their Quarrels. Churches conſiſt of Men, 
who are liable to Miſtakes and Paſhons, and therefore 
may quarrel and ſeparate from each other, while they 
are both united to Chriſt in Faith and Worſhip. For 
though the Biſhops, and Paſtors, and Members, of 
diſtin& and coordinate Churches ought to maintain 
a Brotherly Correſpondence, and exerciſe all Ads of 
Communion, that diſtant Churches are capable of 
with-each other ; upon account of that common Rela- 
tion they all have to Chriſt, in whom they are united 
into one Body ; and our common Head will exaCt a ſe- 
vere Account of thoſe who cauſe Diviſions ; yet if ſuch 
Diviſions happen, as ſeparate us from each other, but 
do not divide us from Chriſt, each Church may conti- 
nue a true Church ſtill, and belong to the one Myſti- 
cal Body of Chriſt, though there may be ſome ſcanda- 
lous Breaches and Diviſions among them. What is it 
then that unites any Church to Chriſt but the true 
Faith and Worſhipot Chriſt ? Andif contending Chur. 
ches may both retain the true Chriſtian Faith and 
Worſhip, at leaſt in ſuch a degree, as not to be unchur- 
ched, the external Peace of the Church. is broken, 
which is a very great Crime, and will fall heavy upon 
the Authors of it, yet if they both belong to Chriſt, 
this Aggregate of Breaches, and omnium gatherum of 
Profifiins, as our Author very wittily ſpeaks, may 
be united in Chriſt's Myſtical Body. For though they 
fling one another out of the Church, our common 
Saviour 
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Saviour may chaſtiſe their Follies, but own them 
both, as in ſuch a divided State of Chriſtendom, we 
have great reaſon to hope he will. 

But let us hear what our Author ſays is the Catho- 
lick Church. *Ti only « Comprehenſion of all thoſe 
Churches which - to - Bay's of the —_ P 

if in their firſt undivide ate in the Bond 0 
tet = By the Unity of the Faith, T hope 
he means, that one Faith, in which, as he tells us, 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles planted the Church ; and then 
I doubt this will fall hard upon the Church of Rowe, 
which rejeQts all other Churches, who do retain this 
One Apoſtolick Faith, if they diſown the new Ar- 
ticles of the Trent Creed : and the firff undivided 
Eftate of the Church was ſettled in an Equality and 
Brotherly Afociation of Biſhops and Churches, not 
in the Empire of one over all the reſt, and then this is 
more ſevere upon the Church of Rome, than Proteſtants 
defire ; for ſhe has deſtroyed this firſt undivided State 
by challenging ſuch a Supremacy, as enſlaves all other 
Churches to her, and therefore is ſo far from being the 

One Catholick Church, that if this Definition be true, 
ſhe is no part of it. And as for the Bond of” Uni- 
wverſal Peace, what Claim ſhe can lay to that, let the 
cruel Perſecutions of thoſe innocent Chriſtians, whom 
ſhe calls Hereticks, the Excommunication of whole 
Churches, the depoſing of Princes, and all the Blood, 
that has been ſhed in Chriſtendom under the Banners of 
Holy Church, witneſs for her. 

And thus we come to the Notion of a Note or Mark, 
which he ſays is clear br its Definition, page 3. and 
therefore I hope he will give us ſuch a Definition, 
as 1s ſelf-evident, or wluch all Mankind agree r + 

or 
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for a Definition, which #he- contending Parties do not 
agree in, can Clear nothing. Let us then hear his 
Definition: That it « 4 moſt ſenſible Appearance in or 
aboxt the Subjett enquired after, whereby we are led toward 
the Knowledg of the preſent Exiſtence or Eſſence of the 
ſaid Subjet: And from hence he concludes ; *T's me- 
nifeſt then, that a Note of a Thing muſt be extra-eſſenti- 
al of it ſelf, becauſe by it, and the Light from thence, 
we arrive to the Kyowledg of the Eſſence. And he 
adds, wpon which Grounds you ſee the reaſonable Demands 
of thoſe, ' who + challenge, firſt, That a | diſtinitive 
Mark or Note muſt be more known than' the Thing no- 
tified. Secondly, That a Note muſt be in Conjunttion at 
leaſt, in. ſome meaſure proper, not common or indifſe- 
rent to many ſimngulars, much leſs to coutraries. $ 
Now all. that I can pick. out of this,” 1s, .z. That 
the Exiſtence or Eſſence of things muſt: be. known 
by Notes. 2. That ſach- Notes whereby we diſco- 
ver the Exiſtence or Eſſence of things maſt be extr4- 
eſſential, or not belong to the Eſſence of it. And 


o 


yet, 3. That theſe Notes muft not be. common, but 
proper to the thing, of which it.is a;Note.,/ . Which 
are as pretty Notions as a Man {hall ordinarily meet 
with, and therefore I ſhall briefly examige them. + \..._ 


Firſt, That the Exiſtence or Eſſence of thi maſt 
be th by Shows For if the 1 ay Ef 
ſence of things 'may be known without; Notes, this 
Diſpute about Notes is to no punpole - And yet how 
many things are there, whol:. Exiſtence, and Eſſence 
are known without Notes? Who defires any. Note to 
know the Sun by ? to know what Light, or Taſte, 
or Sounds, Pain , or Pleafure .is 2 _ The Preſence of 


theſe 
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concerning the Noted of \the Thatch. 
theſe _ , and the' notice our” Senſes give us'of 
them , is ,: the things themſelves are the onely 
Notes.of themſelves. The uſe of Signs'or Notes, is 
-to;diſcover.che | Exiſtence of 'ſuch: things,'as are: 
abſent; viſible, :or future 3 "but what! is (preſent 'and 
viſible, expoled to the notice of Senſe: or Reaſon, 'is 
beſt known by it ſelf, .and can be rightly known no 
ather way : and therefore ſince all the diſpute is about 
Marks of the Church, heiought. to! prove,' thari the 
Church is ſuch a Society as:can-be-known- only 'by 
Notes, and then it mult eithet be: abſent; inviſible; 
or future ; for all other things may be known by 
themſelves , without: Notes. + >Y 


Wy by. c3, | | rolig-gntgo 24 TILES 3481 
. Setondly; Efpecially ſince: he 'will 'allow nothing to 
be 'a ' Note but: what is extra-eſſential ,: or 'does not” 
belong to the eſſence of the. thing ; which ſeems 'to 
me a —_— way of finding out the Ex- 
iſftence or: Eſſence. of things by fuch'Þ as do'not 
belong to their |Eflence ; and then'T think they can- 
not prove: their Exiſtence. . For how can-T find 'out 
any thing, without knowing in ſome. meaſure- what 
it 1s I-find ? or, how. can I know what the Eſſence-of 
any thing is by fuch Notes as are noteeſſentiat?”' There 
are but two ſorts of Notes, or Signs; that T'know' of, 
natural, or inſtituted ; and they. both ſuppoſe that we 
know the thing, and the'Note and Sign of it, before 
Wwe-£can —__——__ Signs. or Notes. - As for Na- 
tual Signs; the certain'iSigrs” we hive .! are 
CaiſesandiEffeRs, but we-muſt know- both | the'Cau- 
ſes: and EffeQts, ' before. the 'one can be. a Sign" of the 
other. Thus Smoke 1s a. Stgn of Fire, bur it is no 
Sign. of Eve $0-koy.Man, does not know what 


490 Fire 
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'Tire-i5,and that 2itwill-cauſe a: Smbak, whea's it Jojs! 


ſe gn catnbuſtible Matter, -a _ yo no mpobiagiadrnl can 
cauſe a 'Smoak but Fire. - 


the: ER devlatos ithe Nature "of ae Cauſe; as is; 
know: thata Man 'had:a Man to this Father, butcher: 


we muſt Srit know. what a Man is, and that a Man' 


begets /in.bis own:Likenefs.. . But this Iſuppoſe is not. 


qur. Author! awanings that the Notes of the -Church 
xNatergs 
tagts; br Ad 


the; Church-is not'a 'Na- 


tural; but a Myftical Doty, and [therefore can have no 


Natural Notes. | 


Let us then conſider inſtituted Sigas, and they we 


grant muſt be extra-eſſential ; but then there never 
W#%z::Rhdrnever clin belan; inſtituted Sign.to-diſ&o- 


yer: the: Efenct. and Exiftence of 'what we did not 
know. hiekive.. ; The Uſe of ſuch Signs. is to diftin- 


al: h. Places :or | Perſons, by different Names, or 
ith, 


or Coloun,.&c;. orto ferve inſtead of W rd, 
as. the Soundi of [the Tiumpet, or the Beat of the: 
Drum, or 'to be for Legal —_ and Securities, 
and the like ; but anftituted/ Signs are no .Signs till: 


we. know. the thing of whiche ey are Signs; which 
bews how: . ridiculous it: 15--to talk of cit extra- 
ntial Notes; 2s.:{hell diſcover the Exiſtence and: 
fence of -things, which: we knew not before ; for 
if we-:muſt firft know the" Church, before we can 
ting it out by Notes, theſe. ex tial Notes may/ 
be. ſpared. ;T'o-beifureiths- how far: this De-! 

po Fon 'of x Notc:is from- being clear, {ſince-it-does 
not ſuit, atty kind. of Notes' which 'Mankind ate ac- 
Palate with; and if :the Notes of the "Church: are 
r {prick NMows:by: themulves,vike ſhould: 

not 


ſes; anc} EffeQts, wr: Natural Concomi-. 
. becauſe 
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To have appealed: to: the comman,/Notiog; and De- 


pitioh, of Signs.agd. Notes,. heqaule:thete'ars noother 
lotes like them. . Gig 25/4 03 nothili on: wo 


Thirdly, He adds, that theſe: Notes muſt not be: 
common. to other” things, but: proper. to..the thing 
of which, it is a. Note. ', Now; I;idefie himto ſhew: 
any ſuch. extra-efſential Notes-in Nature; whichtare! 
not common: to- other things ;/' for” what) in Logick we: 
call Propria,. do immediately.'reſulr from the Nature of 
things, and therefore. are, not extra-eſſential Notes, 
nay are. no, Notes. at all.t01 find-,out the Efſerice. or 
Kaenrs, of things: by, ifor we; muſt cart know what) 
the. Nature and. Eſſence of things is, hefote we. can! 
know their eſſential Properties ; and as for infepa- 
rable Accidents, how inſeparable ſoever they are 
from ſuch a; thing,” :yet-thpy may þe- common' tor 0- 
on things, and then by) þis :qwn -Rale; cangot be: 
UE ng wrote oa ear | 
But this 1s not the, Caſe, as: I obſeryed before; 
for the Church. is. not-/a. Natural, ' but a. Myfticat 
Rody, .aud therefore: - its.Nazure - depends upon. its! 
Inſtitution 7 and though in Natural - Beiz $: we.may. 
diſtinguiſh. bexween the., Eflence and. the eſſential 
Properties,. -yet.. where Inftitutipn- alone-is-- Nature; 
whatever is made. proper, neceflary; . and: inſepard- 
ble. by ;Joſtitution, is of the:Nature of! it; and there! 
is no. DiſtinQion: that, I-know! of: borweennthe Ef, 
ſence, and eſſential Properties.. /Tn' natural Beings we 
call that the Nature, and Form, and Eſſence of' the 
thing, by when every; thing is what; it is, and with- 
out which- it zypuld..ceale $0--be- that.- kind-of Bejai; 
whyeh,now- 36; -48,c. WI ty-16-'ot the Bake 
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- . 1 4 Vandication of the Diſcourſe , 
of a Man, for Man is a reaſ6nable Creature, and 
without: a Principle of Reaſon - he cannot be a Man. 
Now in alluſion to Natural Beings, we apply the 
fame Terms to matters of Inſtitution, and call that 
the Nature and+- Efſence of - a Ghurch, without 
which according to the Laws of its Inftitution it 
would not 'be a Charch. ' And therefore* whatever 
by: Inftitution'-is ſo proper; peculiar to, and inſepa- 
rable from a' Church, that* without it, it cannot be 
a Church, is of the: Nature and Effence of | the 
Church, and not an extra-eſſential Property, which 
indeed” -is /Non-ſence. | The obſerving this one di- 
RinQioncbetween *Nature and Inſtitution, '-will- con- 
found 'this whole DoQrine ' of the Notes of the 
Church, For, | 


- x, There cart be''nd Notes of an Inſtitution but 
the Tnftitution/ it ſelf: - Notes muſt fignify either by 
Nature or Inſtitution : There can be no NaturaF 
Notes of an -Inſtitution, - which is not the Effet of 
Nature, -but of: the Divine Will ;' and therefore if 
there: be-any, they muſt be* inſtitnted Notes, that 
is, the Inſtitution of the Church-muſt be the Mark 
or Note, whereby to know it; unteſs we will' fay, 
that there- muſt be a ſecond -Inſtitution to- be the 
Notes. of the firſt, and by the ſame Reaſon there muſt 
be a'third to' be the Notes of the ſecond, and there 
will be/no' place to ſtop at, unleſs' we ſtop-at the 
firſt Inſtitution, which needs no other Notes to prove 
it ſelf by. | 
-'2,\ That in matters of Inſtitution there is' no di- 
ſtinQtion-between Nature and Properties. In natural 
Beings: indeed: there is a DiſtinQion: between the Na- 
ture 
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ture and Properties of things, becauſe there are 
ſome Properties, which by a natural -Cauſality ſpring 
from Nature, as Viſibility from Rationality. But 
now in Matters-of Inſtitution one pre of the In- 
ſtitution is not the natural Cauſe of the other, but 
the whole Inſtitution and every part of it immedi- 
ately depends upon the Will and Pleaſure of God : 
and therefore there can be no extra-efential Proper- 
ties of ,a Church, but whatever is proper and inſe- 
parable by a Divine Inſtitution, is the Eſſence of 
the Church ; for it has no other Nature and* Eſſence 
but its Inſtitution. | ; 
3. Hence it evidently follows, that there can be 
ro extra-eſſential Notes of 'a Church 3; that 'nothin 
can be a Note of a Chrrch, but what is effentia 
to it by Inſtitution-;; for whatever Inſtitution makes 
proper and neceſſary, it makes eflential.. I confeſs, 
this is a very improper way of ſpeaking, to call the 
Nature and Eſfence of any thing the' Note of it+; 
for a Note or Sign ought to be different and diſtin& 
from the thing ſhown or ſignified by it ; and thus 
we" ought roundly to deny, that there areany Notes 
of a ' Church, or that the :Church can be found: out 
by Notes ;' but the Proteſtants in compliance with the 
Popiſh way of ſpeaking, called that the Notes of the 
Church, which ts not properly Notes and- Signs, but* 
the Rule and Standard of the Church, by- which all 
Societies of. Men, 'which pretend to-be- Chriſtian 
Churches, are to- be tried. And it is certain there' 
can be no other Rule or Standard. of the Church, 
but its Inſtitution, as- to Faith, and Worſhip, and: 
Government. Common ſenſe will tell us that there: 


is no way to try an inſtituted Society, but by = 
| es 


} © 


4 Vindic ationof- the Diſcoute - » .- 
Rules of. its, Inftitution : That Church: which c 
farms tothe: oniginal Rule and Standard, of its lati 
tugion, -is, a true 'Church, and: every Church: ts. more 
or: leſs; corrupt, as: it varies from 1t.: And here. we 
ought to fix the Controverſy, that the Church is.not 
to be found out by- Notes, but to be. tried by £18 
Rule; of ,its; Inftitution 3 and then, farewel to, Cardis 
nal Belarmin's. Notes, - which, I believe, be, bimfelf, 
though, a Jeſuit, . would not have | had! Confidence 
to fay,” that 'they belonged to the Inffitution 'of. a 

In the next Place he ſays, I have reckoned: up. the 
Cardinals Notes, :now hete, now-there, piecermedl, but 
durſf not -let- them paſs by. -in their Majeftich Train, 
left the Reader with Sabs's Queen ſbould\ be dazl'd at 
the Glory; tranſported 4s ſhe. mas, that there was uo 
Life-in her. It Rhetoriak would: do the Buſineſs, 
we- were, certainly undone, and ſhould have, no,mgre 
Life left than. the Queen- of Shebs: Bur the. truth-i5; 
the Cardinal's Notes. may poſſibly loſe ſomething of 
their Majeſty, when: they are ſhown- by Hereticks, 
and there -is-no help;for: that: but as for their Traimy 
to ſupply. the DefeQs of thei ,Diſcourler, they ) have, 
been fince_ ſhewan.in; very 800d Order,, and. wetive: 
ſifl : But whether / they be, Triwmphane Nojes, till 


of the -Ghurch-militent, as: he calls. thera, is ſomewhat) 
doubttul;, and indeed-it ſeems {ſomewhat - ynreaſonas. 
ble that the: Noyes {bould be: triumphant, while: the: 
Church is militant; tho.triumph is ſeems they do oyer: 
ſame. ſlayiſh and ſeryile Minds, but- their [Triumph, 
would: be; very ſhort, were not; the, Church fo. mule, 
F448; 4% 10-15, © ont Tirig't : 


But * 
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But 'as if there were ſome Charm in this Majeftick Pag. 4. 


Train, nothing will ſerve him, but to reckon them up 
initheir-Order;; endT muſt confeſs, he has given ſuch a 
new Grace and Majeſty to them, that I believe Bellar- 
min himſelf could not know them again. 

1ſt. The Name Catholick how ſacred to all thoſe, who 
own -any of the Three Creeds, really and weritably! O, 
how gacred indeed ! for Hereticks themſelves own and 
challenge the Name. | w—_ 

2dhy.. Its Antiquity, how indubitable, and above all 
ſuſpicion of Novelty. Yes, yes! Antiquity is not No- 
velty, but a/pretence to "Antiquity may : for how old 
is the Council of Trent? which t5 the true Antiquity: 
of many Poptſh Articles of Faith. | 

zaly. Perpetual Duration, out-laſting all earthly Em- 
pires and Kingdoms. For it plucks them down es faſt 
as It Can. 

4thly. Amplitude'; being a great Body atcording to 
Prophecy. Bur not.1{o big as Pgnatiin = x 

5thly. Succeſſion Apoſtolical, the very Jews confeſſing it; 
as they do Tranſubſtantiation. How ſtrong, invincible, 
clear, and undeniable by Gainſayers! Then I ſuppoſe it 
has no Gain-fayers, if they do not deny it. 

-'Gthly. Primitive conſent, how great and how manifeſt 
fo thoſe good Men, who enquire ! Yea, how great 1n- 
deed ! for no Body can find it but the Vicar of Pu#ey. 
Witneſs *the Multitudes that return to the Catholick 
Church: upon that 'account. ' Monlieur de Meaux's French 
Converts, T-{uppole, who never heard of the Dragoons. 
7thly, Intimate Union with their Head Chriſt, \ and 
with one another : But Bellarmir's- vilible Head | of 
Unity 'is'\the Pope, not. Chrilt ; fo that -this 1s & 
-Note,'iand-. it :feems the: Churches Union why 
1 ' 1 
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| Chriſt is extra-eſſential alſo, or elſe it 'could be no 


Note. 
- 8thly. Sanitity -of Dottrine, as revealed by' God, in 
whom is Light, and no Darkneſs at all. In-iteaching! 
Men to break Faith with Hereticks; to depoſe:Here-: 
tical Princes, and abſolve their SubjeQs from their 
Oaths of Allegiance, and arm them againſt their Leige 
Lord ; to prefer the Czlibacy of Prieſts (tho the mani- 
feſt Cauſe gf ſo many Adulteries and Fornications) as 
a more Holy State than Matrimony ; and ſuch like 
Dofrines, wherein is Darkneſs, but no Light at all. - 
gthly. Efficacy upon Infidels. Witneſs the Spaniſb Con- 
verts in the Golden Indies. But why not upon Here- 
ticks as well as Infidels? I fear the- Converſions in 
England are 1o ſlow, that he dares not yet make that 
a Mark of the Church. #00 3 ' 
rothly. The Holineſs of the Fathers. Whoſe Lives 
we wiſh to be Legends, (though unqueſtionably true) when 
we ſee, how far they have out-done ws. ' Ay | that makes 

Hereticks call them Legends. Poe fa 
11thly. The Glory of Miracles, which a Man would be 
wary of contradifting for fear of Blaſphemy and [inning 
againſt the Holy Ghoſt : _— when they are ſuch 
Miracles as no Body ever ſaw, buttthe Monk who're- 
fates them ; or Miracles to prove both parts of a Con- 
tradiQion to be true ;- as for Inſtance, that the Virgin 
Mary, was, and was not conceived in I Sin, 
But if ever they had ſuffered poor FJetzer's Fate, they 
would rather hereafter believe, than feel ſuch Miracles. 
Still continued, and denied by none but Scepticks, in aiſ- 
poſſeſſion of Devils : T ſuppoſe, he means the Boy of Byl- 
fon, and'curing the Struma, the Kings-Evil, but this isa 
Proteſtant, as well as/ Popiſh Miracle, : and-is & better 
' proof, 


conzerney the Notes of tht Charch. 
proof, thatthe King, than thatithe Pope, is the Head 
of the'Church. | | 

12. The 'Gift of Prophecy. Wine 'the Maid of 
Kznt.", To ſay nothing concerniag 'the Confelſion of Ad- 
 werſaries, aud unizpy Exit of the Churches Enemies. 
Which may very well be ſpared; for there have been 
Contefions, and unhappy Exits on beth ſides. Tho 
Hen. 8. (cen Elizabeth, and King James 1. were no 

Examples of ſuch unhappy Exits. Theſe, Theſe are the 
Notes, which (ike a Bill 1u Parliament) deſerve « ſecond 
Reading, and then tobe thrown out, though I hope 
they wall never come in there, 

The way being thus prepared, [the Court fat, and the 
Jury of :Notes-empannelVd, which ſuppoſe is the rea- 
fon why'he calls but 12 of Bellarmix's 15, the reſt being 
Supernumeraries, the Diſcourler is ſummoned tomake 
his Appeatance. Enter Diſcomrſer. Which, I can af 
ſure you, pur him into a frighr-on the fudden; \fearin 
it-mightbe the Inquiſition ; butihe -recolleQted himſelf, 
- and thus.began his Plea. > At 

Ts mot the Catholick Church viſeble ? - And if we can ſee, 
which .is the Chnorch, mhat need 'we gueſs at it by Marks 
and Signs ? (and that by ſuch Marks and Signs too, as are 


Pag. $. 


matter of diſpute themſelves? cannot wt diſtinguiſh between »;c. _ 


the Chriſtian Church, and a Turkiſh Moſque, and a Jewiſh 
Synagogue ?) cannot we without all this adoe diftinowiſh x 
Chriſtian from 4 Turk, or a Jew, or w Pagan ? Andit will 
be 4s eaſy to find out 4 Chriſtian Churchy as it will be to find 
out Chriſtians. And what now'is the hurt of this ? Oh: ! 
ſays rhe Juſtifier, What Spirit 4s that which 'envies the 
Chriſtian the Felicity of finding the tfue Churth, and cafts 
«x evil Eye upon-the Notes condacing 10it, let any Chriſtian 
judg ? Avery Evil Spirit doubtleks ) But does the Dif 
- C courler 
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courſer do.this.? Who ſays, that the Church is viſible; 
and may. be known without diſputable Notes? -for 
Notes areonly to diſcover things abſent and inviſible, 
but what is viſible is beſt known by it ſelf.. Tes, - for 
whereas he pretends "tis viſible (beſides that he flatly denies 
it after, P- 14.) Nay ſay T, not among Connterfeits ; Is it 
viſible at Sea, which # the Royal Navy, when the Enemy 
puts up the Engliſh Colours? _ | 


Firſt,then,let us-reconcile the Diſcourſer with himſelE. 
He asks, whether the Church be not viſible ? and there- 
in appeals to the Confeſſon of his Adverſaries, that the 
Church is viſible, and wonders, what need there is of 
Notes, of diſputable Notes, . to find out a viſible 
Church, in Pag. 14. He deſires to know, How they 
"will prove, that there is a Church without the: Scripture. 
He anſwers for them, that the Church is viſible, for we 
ſee a Chriſtian Church in the World ; but ſays he, What 
is it I ſee? IT ſee a Company of Men, who _ themſelves a 
Church, and this is all, that I can ſee, and is this ſee- + 
ing « Church? 4 Church muſt have a. divine Original and 
Inſtitution, and therefore there is no ſeting a Church 
without ſeeing its Charter, and is this to.deny the Viſi- 
bility of the Church, becauſe it cannot be ſeen or 
known. without its Charter, when it Charter is as 
viſible as the Society, whick calls its ſelf the Church ? 
And ſurely that Church js viſible enough, whoſe Society 
and Charter are both viſible, tho the Church cannot be 
known without its Charter. | 

But now the Anſwerer will not allow the Church to 
be viſible among Connterfeits, and then it has not been 
viſible this hundred Years at leaft ; and then what be- 
comes of Bellarmin's Notes, which are none, if the 

| Church 


concerning the Notes of » the (hurch, 
Church be not viſible, for they are Notes not of an in- 
viſible, but of a viſible Church. But the Compariſon 
- whereby he proves this, is..an eternal Confutation of 
' ſuchextra-efſential Notes. Is it wiſible at Sea which is 

the Royal Navy, when the Enemy puts up the Engliſh Co- 
lours ? Which ſhows how fallible Notes are; - for Co- 
| lours are Notes of the Royal Navy, and theſe may de- 
ceive'us;. but if you go aboard and ſee: the Ships and 
the Company and their Commiſſions, - you cannot be 
- miſtaken. 'The Natures of things cannot be counter- 
feited, but Notes may. 

The Diſcourſer ſays, 4 Chriſtian Church is nothing 
elſe bitt a Society of Chriſtians united under Chriſtian Pa- 
ftors for the Worſhip of Chriſt. This the Juſtifier 
thinks a very ſlight way of ſpeaking, nothing elſe But ! 
and if he does nat underſtand Engliſh, I cannot help 
that. - But CHRISTIAN PASTORS for a 
need will take in Presbyters, who renounce Epiſcopacy, nay 
Congregational, who renounce Presbytery ; It takes in in- 
deed all Chriſtian PaſtcÞs be they what they will. Whe- 
ther Presbyterian and Independent Miniſters are Chriſti- 
an Paſtors, the Diſcourſer was not concerned to deter- 
mine ; . for he did not undertake 'to tell in particular, 
which are true Chriſtian - Churches, but what is the 
general Notion of a- Chriſtian Church ; who are true 
Paſtors, but that the Union of Chriſtians under true 
Chriſtian Paſtors makes a Church: 'Tho the Paſores 
Eccleſie in the ancient Language ſignified only Biſhops, 
who had the care of the Flock, and the government of 
the inferiour Presbyters. Thus the Worbio of Chriſt, 
he ſays, may ſignify with Liturgy, or without it, with 
the Apoſtles Creed, or without it, &c. And fo it may 
if both withand be _ Worſhip of C _ 
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 { Vendictionef” the Difconrſe 
What a Definition muſt the Diſconrſer have: gi- 
ven of a Chriftian. Church, had: he been direfted 
by this. Author, and ftated all the Controverſies 


about: Epiſcopacy- and. Presbytery, and the ſeveral 
Kinds and Modes of Worſhip 1n his Definition ; 


which, when he had done it, had been nothing at 
all to-his purpoſe. _ 

The Difcourfer . ng All ſuch particular or 
National” Churches all the World over, make up the 
_ whole Chriſtian Church, or Univerſal Church of _ 
Jes (fays the Juſtifier, pag. 6.) and. all ſuch Churs 
of Chriſt: (iff they could meet). would: be like the Men 
iu: the Murketeplace, - one. orying' 0#0 06 thing;. anda» 
mother | another, awd uo. Authority: could" ſend'them home - 
peaceably to. their Dwellings. I conteſs, EL am of ano» 
ther Mind, that could' all the Churches in the. 
pane, _ much ſoever _ differ at a di» 

nce, they would: agree better e they. parted-; 
and: this L think, all -choſe ſhould rr who 
have any Reverence for Generd Councils, which cer- 
_ ſuch a Meeting as this. would be in a proper 

Well! But there is Schiſ/-r lies. in. the: WWord Natis 
onal-Church, How fo, good Sir? as if Nations: here 
were at their own-diſpoſal. And- pray, why may not 
all the Churches in- a Nation unite into: one Natis 
onal.Communion-;' And how is this a Schiſm, if they 
maintain- Brotherly Communion with. other Chriſty 
an- Churches? Or as-if Chriſt begged leave of the Pt- 
tentates of the Earth: to plant his Truth. among them, 
Why fo? Cannot there be a. National Church with» 
out Chriſt's begging leave of Potentates. ta\ plant his 
Goſpel among: them 7 Suppole there be. Churches plans 

| | ted 


concerning the Notes ofi the Church. 
ted in a Nation without the leave of the Potentates, 
may not all theſe: Churches unite: into a National 
- Communion without the kave of Potentates. too ? 
And is. not fuch a National Union of Churches 
a National Church ? Suppoſe Princes voluntarily fub- 
mie their Scepters to Chriſt, and encourage and 
prate& the Chriſtian Churches in their Dominion, - 
and unite them all into one National Church; is 
there any need of Chriſt's asking leave of ſuch Po» 

tentates,. who willingly devote themſelves to his Ser- 
vice? But he ſays, the greater Miſtake is, that theſe 
Churches all. pat together make up the Univerſal Charch 
off Chriſt. But are nat all the Churches. the Uni- 
verſal Church ? What then: is the Univerfal Church 
but All ? Yes, he fays, Univerſal enough,” I confeſs, 
bat where: is the Unity ? Why, is it impoffible thar 
all. Churches ſhould: be: united in one Communion? 
If it be, then. Unity is not neceſſary, or' the Uni- 
verlal Churdy does not. include all Churches : Tf it 
be: not, - then; all Churches may be the Univerfal, 
the One Catholick Church of Chriſt. We ( fays 
he): loak for Unity, they ſhew us. Multitude and Diwvi- 
fon. Is Multitude Dwiſion: the fame: thing ? 
Or: is Unity inconliftent with Mulcitude ” How then 
could the Churches of Jeruſalem, of Antioch, of. Co- 
ninth, of Epheſus, of Rowe, be. one Church ? Hs de- 
fore Unity, - they ſhew us oy : As if there 
could: not; be Unity in. Univerfality ? T wiſh this Au» 


thor would firſt learn Grammar- and Logick, or; . 
which I fear is harder to teach him, common. ſenſe, 
before: he pretends: again to diſpute in Divinity : but 
now. we have him, , we muſt: make. the: beſt of. him 
WS CAL. 


And. 
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And here the. Anſwerer ſpends ſeveral Pages in 
proving that the Church muſt be One, 'which- no bo- 
dy. that I know of denies, and-which he may find 
truly ſtated -in anſwer - to Cardinal Bellarmine's leventh 
Note. | But what is this to the Diſcourſer, who was 
* Not concerned to ſtate this Point? He gives ſuch a 
Definition .of a Church, as belongs tor all true par- 
ticular Churches, as every Man ought to do, who 

ives. the Definition of a Church ; for a particular . 
Church: has the entire Nature and Eſſence of a 
Church ; and there can be no true Definition of a 
Church, but what belongs to a. particular Church, 
He ſays indeed, .. that rhe Univerſal Church - conſiſts 
of all true particular Churches, and ſo moſt. certain- 
ly it does ; No, ſays the Anſwerer, all particular 
Chawches are not at Unity, and therefore they can- 
not | be the One Catholick, . or Univerſal Church; 
But: ſuppoſe thisz is there any other - Notion. of the 
Univerſal: Church, but that it is -made up of all 
true particular Churches, which is all that the Diſ- 
courſer aſſerted, without conſidering how all parti- 
cular Churches muſt be. united to make the One 
Catholick Church, which was . nothing to this- pur- 
poſe. In ſuch a divided State of . Chriſtendom as 
this, meer external Unity and Communion cannot 
be the Mark of a true Church, becauſe all Chur. 
ches are divided from each other. If we are notat 
Unity with the Church of Rome, no more. is the 
Church of Rome at Unity with us ; and if meer 
Unity be the Mark of the. true Church, neither 
part of the Diviſion can. pretend to. it.. | And there- 
tore either ſome Churches may bg true Churches, 


which - 
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which are 'not at Unity with: all others, or there is 


no true-Church in 'the World. : And therefore: though 


Cardinal Bellaymine makes Unity 'the + Mark . of a 
true 'Church, yet not the: Unity of all Churches 
with each other, for he knew, there was no ſiich 
thing in his Days in the World, : and I fear is not 
likely to be again in haſte ; but the Unity of Churches 
to the Biſhop of. Rome, who is the viſible Head of the 
Church: And thus the Catholick Church ſignifies all 


thoſe Churches which are united to the» Biſhop of 


Rome, as the Center of Unity. But this 4s ſuch an 
Unity as the Scripture ſays nothing of, and which Pro- 
teſtants diſown, and which this Anſwerer has not faid 
one word to prove; for this is the Unity of SubjeQi- 
on, not the Unity of Love and Charity, which Chriſt 
and his Apoltles ſo vehemeatly preſs us to. Now if 
the Unity of the Catholick Church does not conſiſt 
in- Subjection to a viſible Head, and all other exter- 
nal Communion is broken and divided, we muſt con- 
tent our ſelves to know, what it is that makes a Par- 
ticular National Church, a true, ſound and pure 
Church ; ' for whatever Diviſions thereare inthe World, 
every true Church 'is part of Chriſt's one Catholick 
Church. And whatever Unity there be among other 
Churches, if they be not true Churches, they are no 
Parts of Chriſt's Catholick Church. ., And this was all 
the Diſcourſer intended, or was obliged-to in purſuit of 
his Deſign, 

And thus I might paſs over what he talks about 
Church-Unity, but that he has ſome very peculiar Marks 
which are worth our notice. 

He fays, pag.. 7. Proteſtants ſalve the Unity of the 
Church, mainly '\ Chriſtendom is divided and o=_ 
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ted-from Heatheniſm (which T wiſh heartily all Chri- 
dc & rape were ) wot conſidering ſo much the 
Unity with'it felf.: But j ray who told him, chatPro- 
teſtants-do bot place the Unity of the Church in Unity, 
but in'Separation ? All trve Chriftian Churches are u- 
nited tn the moſt eſſential chings ; They have cne Hope, 
one/Lord; one Faith, 'one 'Baptiſim, one God and Fa- 
ther -of 'all; and this makes rhum' ove Body animated 
by the ſame Holy Spirit; which dwells in the whole 
Chriſtian Church ; Epheſ. 4. 4, 5,6. Bur Kill the 
are not one entire Communion, but divide and. ſe> 
paratefrom-each other: This we will grant is'a ve- 
ry great Fault, but yet it they communicate in ſuch 
thi , as makes one Cliurch, whatever their other 
Diviſians are, they are one Church ſtill ; their Quar- 
rels and Diviſions = hurt themſelves, but cannot 
deſtroy the Unity 'of the 'Church”; 'for the 'Chuech 
is one Body, - not meerly by the” Unity and Apree- 
ment -of 'Chriſtians among themſelves ; but by” the 
Appointment and Inſtitution of Chrift, who has 
made all thoſe who profeſs the true Faith, and 
are | united in 'the- ſame Sacraments, to: belong to 
the ſame Body, -to be his One Body. - And there- 
fore 'Chriſtians are never exhorted 'to be one Body ; 
for- that they -are if they be Chriſtians, . as -the 
Apoſtle: exprefly afferts, that 'Chriftians- are 'but 
one 'Body';; but they -are exhorted 'to 'live in U- 
nity and Concord, becauſe they are but one 
T therefore the Priſoner of the Lord, beſeecth you, that 
ye walk worthy of the Voration, wherewith you are cal- 
led, with all Lowlineſs and Meeknefs, with Long-ſaffe- 


T2 vs 2, forvearing one another in Love : Endeavouriny to 
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& One Body, and one Spirit. Becauſe there is but 
one Body and one Spirit, therefore they muſt endeavour 
ro preſerve the Unity of the Spirit in the Bond of 
Peace. Which ſuppoſes the Chriſtian Church to be 
one Body by Inſtitution, though the external Peace of 
the Church be broken by Schiſms and Fations ; be- 
cauſe our Obligation to preſerve the Peace of the 
Church, and the Unity of Eccleſiaſtical Com- 
munion, reſults from this Unity of Body ; which 
makes Schiſm a very great Evil, and very deſtru- 
Qive to Mens Souls, as all other Vices are; but the 
Church, which has but one Hope, one Lord, one 
Faith, one Baptiſm, one God and Father of all, is 
but one Church ſtill, though Chriſtians quarrel with 
each other. Thus St. Paul aſſerts, that as the Bod 


J I Cor. I2, I'2, 


is one, and hath many Members, and all the Members 1%, 


of that one Body being many, are one Body ; ſo alſo #s 
Chriſt. But how do all Chriſtians come to be one 
Body in Chriſt * That he anſwers, for by one Spirit 
are we all baptized into one Body———and have been 
made to drink into one Spirit. And from hence he 
ſhews, what Tenderneſs all Chriſtians ought to ex- 
preſs for cach other, as being Members of each 0- 
ther. Pag. 25. That there ſhould be no Schiſm in 
the Body, but that the Members ſhould have the ſame 
- care one for another. But ſuppole Chriſtians have not 
this mutual care one of another, do they ceaſe to 
be Members of the ſame Body? No ſuch matter : 
theſe Quarrels between the Members of the ſame 
Body are very unnatural, but they are the ſame Body 
ſtill. Pag. 15, 16. If the Foot ſhall ſay, becauſe 1 
am not the Hand, I am not of the Body, us it there- 


fore not of the Ki Ana 4 the Ear ſhall ſay, be- 


cauſe 
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caiſe I am not the Eye, 1 am not of the Body, is it 
therefore not of the Body? That 'is, though the Mem- 
bers of the ſame Body ont of Diſcontent, and Envy, 
and Emulation, ſhould ſeparate from each other, 
and deny that they belong to the ſame Body, Fan 
they are of the Body ſtill. For we muſt confider, 
that the Schiſms in the Church of Corinth were oc- 
caliored by an Emulation of Sptritual- Gifts, and 
unleſs every 'one of them could be an Eye or an 
Hand, that is, have the moſt .eminent (Gifts, they 
envied 'and divided from each other, as if they did 
not belong to the fame Body ; which the Apoſtle 
tells them, was as abſurd, as, if rhe Eye and the 


Hand 'and rhe Foot thonld deny their Relation to 


the ſame Natural Body, becaule they differed in 


their Uſe and Hononr : however if ſuch a _ 
| 


were 'poſſible in the Natural Body, they would 
belong to the fame Body till ;* and 10 tit is in the 


Chriftian Church. Which ſhews, that the whole . 


Chriftian Church is the one Myſtical Bady of Chrift, 
united to him by Faith and Baptiſm, notwithſtand- 
ing all the Diviſions of Chriſtendom. 

For let us conſider, what the Divifions of Chriften- 
dom are, and whether they be ſuch, as wholly deftroy 


the Unity of the Body. All the Churches in the World 


are divided fromthe. Church of Rome by diſowning; the 
Authority of the Pope, as the viſible'Head of the Catho- 
tick Church; but this does not deftroy the Unity of the 
Body, becauſe the Unity of the Body does not .confift in 
the Union of all Churches to one viſible Head, but in 
their Union to Chrift, who 1s the one Lord of the 
Church. Some Churches-re divided in Faith ; not but 
that they agree inthe neceflary "TT of the oy” "4 
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concerning the Nates of the Church. 


Faith, (for to renounce any eſſential Article of the Chyi- 
tian Fairh does {o far unchurch) but ſome Churches 
believe only what Chriſt and his Apoſtles taught, 
others together with the true Faith of Chriſt teach He- 
retical DoQtrines, contrary to that form of ſound Words 
once delivered to the Saints. And though this muſt of 
neceſſity divide Communions, for if any Church cor- 
rupt the Chriſtian Faith, with new and perverſe Do- 
Qrines of her own, other Orthodox Chriſtians are not 
bound to believe as they.do; yet both of them. are true 
Chriſtian Churches ſtill ; for the true Faith makes a 
true Church ; but only with this difference, that thoſe 
who profeſs the true Faith of Chriſt without any corrupt 
Mixtures, are Sound and Orthodox Churches ; other 
Churches are more or leſs pure according to the various 
Corruptions of their Faith. And thus it is with re- 
{pet to the Chriſtian Sacraments, and Chriſtian Wor- 

ip; every Church which obſerves the Inſtitutions of 
our Saviour, and worſhips God the Father through our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt,is a true Church; but thoſe Churches 
which corrupt this Worſhip, though they are true, 
are corrupt Churches ; as the Church of Rowe does 
in the Worſhip of Saints and Angels, and the Virgin 
Mary, and the Adoration of the Haſt, and the Sacrifice 
of the Maſs, &c. And in this caſe, though what 
they retain of the Eſſentials of Chriſtian Worſhip is 
ſufficient to denominate them true Churches, yet other 
Churches are not bound to Commynicate with them in 
their Corruptions, 

The plain ſtate then of the caſe is this, All Churches 
which profeſs the true Faith and Worſhip of Chriſt, 
though intermixed with great Corruptions, belong ta 
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A Viedication of the Diſcourſe 
Church be a true Church, we muſt not ſo much enquire, 
whom they communicate with, or ſeparate from, but 
what their Faith and Worn is. That external Unity 
is ſo far from-being the Mark of a true Church, that 
we may be bound not to communicate with true 
Churches, which are corrupt ; becauſe we are not 
bound to communicate in a corrupt Faith- or Worſhip : 
And that in this caſe the guilt of Separation lies on that 
ſide where the Corruptions are. - And yet all the 


Chriſtian Churches in- the World, that retain the ' 


true Faith and Worſhip of Chriſt, though they are 
divided from each other upon the Diſputes of Faith 
or Worſhip or Diſcipline, are yet the One Church 
of Chriſt, as being united in the Eſſentials of Faith: 
and _— which by the Inſtitution of Chriſt 
makes them his one- Myſtical Body, and one Church. 
Some Lines after he has a very notable Remark 
about the Unity of the Church. That the Church 
admits not, but caſts out ſome, though they profeſs Chri- 
ftianity, Schiſmaticks, Hereticks ; which being caſt out, 


if you mark it well, ſhe is united with her ſelf. And 


I affure you, it'is worth marking ; for if you mark it 
well, every Conventicle in Chriſtendom is thus united: 
with it ſelf, But is this the Unity of the: Catholick 
Church, to caſt all out of our Communion, who are 
not of our Mind, and: then- call- our ſelves the Ca- 
tholick Church, when there are: a great many other 
Churches which profeſs the Faith of Chriſt as truly 
and ſincerely as we do, and are as much united a- 
mong themſelves, as we are? Why may not the 
Church of Exg/and upon this Principle call her ſelf 
the Catholick Church? For ſhe has more Unity in 
this way, than the Church of Rome ghas. When all 
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Hereticks and Schiſmaticks are caſt out, ſhe is united 
with her ſelf; and if this Unity be a Mark of the 
Catholick Church, all the Churches and Conventicles 
of Chriſtendom are the Catholick Church, for they 
are all united with themſelves. But then the diffi- 
culty will be, how all theſe Churches, which are 
united with themſelves, but ſeparated from one ano- 
ther, make one Catholick Church ? or, which of theſe 
Churches, which are thus united with themſelves 
(which it ſeems is Catholick Unity) is the One Church? 
for every one of them have this Mark of the Catho- 
lick Church, that they are united with themſelves. 

He proves (Pag. 8.) That Schiſmaticks are not of the 
Church, one Holy entire Church, from their very Name, 
which ſignifies rending and tearing, wot the Seamleſs Coat 
alone, but the bleſſed Body of our Lord. And I muſt con- 
feſs, the Name Schiſmatick is as good a Mark of a 
Schiſmatical Church, as the Name Catholick is of the 
Catholick Church : But we muſt conſider, who are the 
God-Fathers, and whether they have given proper 
Names or not. Now the Church of Rowe is the com- 
mort God-Mother, which Chriſtens her ſelf Catholick , 
and all other Churches Schiſmaticks, but whether ſhe 
be infallible in giving Names, ought to be conſidered, 

'But Schiſm ſignifies rending and, tearing ; and yet a 
Schiſmatical Church ſignifies a Church too, and how 
they are a Church without belonging to the Oxe 
Church, when there is but Oze Church, is ſomewhat 
myſterious. And therefore Schiſm is not tearing off 
a part of the Church, but one part dividing from 
the other in external Communion, which __ 
that both parts ſtill belong to the ſame Church, or 
elſe the 8] not divided. For Apoſtacy and 
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A V mdication of the Diſcourſe 
Schiſm are two different things; Apoſtates ceaſe to be 
of the Church, Schiſmaticks are of the Church till, 
though they diſturb the Peace of the Church, and: 
divide the external Communion of it ; which differ 
as forſaking the Church, and goingout of it (which 
no Man does, who does not renounce the Faith of 
Chriſt) and raiſing Q.:arrels and Contentions in it, to 
the alienating of Chrittians from each other. 

But that Schiſmaticks are not of the Church, he proves 
from St. Paul's rebuking his ſiding Corinthians with this 
quick Interrogatery - Is Chriſt ſaith he (he means his Ca- 
tholick Church) divided? How ! nothing more abſurd, 
than to grant diviſion in the Church. An excellent Pa- 
ragraph ! does St. Paul, who reproves theſe Corinthians 
for their Schiſms, ſhut them out ofthe Church for them 
too? does hedeny them to belong to the Church, when 
he dire&s his Epiſtle to the Church of God at Corinth ? 
Is it ſo very abſurd, to grant that there are Diviſions in 
the.Church, when St. Pa/ rebukes them for their Di- 
viſions, which ſurely ſuppoſes that they were divided ? 
And isit abſurd to ſuppoſe that to be, which at the ſame 
time we confeſs to be? To ſay that Chriſt is divided, 
or that there are more Chriſts than one, would- be 
very abſurd indeed ; to ſay, that the Church of Chriſt is 
divided, is no Adfurdity, becauſe it is true.; but the 
Abſurdity or Unreaſonableneſs, and Indecency, which 
St. Paul charges them with, is the Abſurdity in Pra- 
Qice, that when there is but one Chrift,one Lord, whom 
they all worſhip, that the Diſciples of the ſame Lord 
ſhould divide trom each other, as if they ſerved and 
worſhipped different Maſters. F 

But he has a very choice Note about the Unity of the 
Church, (Pag. 9.) That it is the Upity of a Body, « 


living 
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kving animate Body ; but not I hope of a Natural, but 
a Myſtical Body, animated by that Divine Spirit which 
dwells in the whole, and in every part of it, and 
therefore nothing can cut us off from the Unity of this 
Body, but that which divides us totally trom the 
quickning and animating Influences of this Spirit , 
which it is certain all external Diviſions do not. Well! 
but it is not the Unity of z Mathematical Body which 
is divifubile in ſemper diviſibilia, but animate. This I be- 
Heve every Body will grant him, that the Church is 
not a Mathematical Body ; but wht hurt is there in 
Mathematical Unity ? Oh ! that is diviſible without 
end, and that I confeſs is an ill kind of Unity : But 
I hope it is one, till it be divided, and I fear a li- 
ving animate Body 1s diviſible too; and if that can- 
not be one, which 1s diviſible, I fear there is no 
ſuch thing as Unity in Nature, excepting in God ; 
and then it is nat fufficient to prove the Catholick 
Church to be one, becauſe tt 45 united, unleſs he 
can prove, that it is not divifible. But indeed he is 
a little out in applying his Axiom, for as much as 
he deſpiſes this Mathematical Unity, he can find this 
indivifible Unity only in a Mathematical Point ; and 
poſſibly this may be the Reaſon, why the Church of 


Rome makes the Pope the Center of Catholick Unity, 


which is as near a Mathematical Point,as it well can be. 

In the fame place he very gravely asks ; If the 
Church of God be diſtinguiſhed even from the Heretick 
and the Schiſmatick, which of the Churches i like to be 
moſt Catholick ? That which maintains its Unity againſt 
Hereſy and Schiſm, or that which is moſt favourable to 
the Separation ? 'No doubt, Sir, that which oppoſes 
_Herely .and Schifn is the-raq(t-Catholick Church ; -but 
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A Vindication of the Diſcourſe 
1 thought the Queſtion had been not about the Mof, 
but the Oxe Catholick Church. For one Church 
may be more Catholick than another, by more ſtriQ- 
ly adhering to the Catholick Faith and Worſhip, 
and yet both of them belong to the ſame Catholick 
Church. Well, but what then ? . Truly I cannot 
gueſs, he ſays, the Diſſenter ſcarce owns any ſuch Di- 
ſtinftions, or very rarely what * Do they never talk 
of Hereſy and Schiſm? nor own that there are any 
Hereſies and Schiſms ? But they pronounce no Anathe= 
ma's, 'except onePYerhaps. Againſt the Church of Rome 
I ſuppoſe he means. But Anathema's are proper on- 
ly for General Councils ; and this is a new Note of 
the Catholick Church, which Bellarmize did not think 
of, viz. Pronouncing Anathema's, in which the Church 
of Rome has outdone all Churches in the World , 
and therefore is the moſt Catholick Church. Bux 
they would have Diſſenters looked upon as Members of the 
Aggregate Church, notwithſtanding their Diſſenſions as 
well as others. Who are theſe They ? the Church of 
Enzland : Then they are kindef to Diſſenters than the 
Churchof Rome, notwithſtanding all the good Words 
they have oy given them. But what then ? What 
then do you ſay ? There is a terrible Then. For 
this Kindneſs of the perſecuting Church of Exgland 
to the Difſenters proves her to be a Harlot. -For "ti 
the famous Caſe brought before Kzng Solomon, - Catho- 
licks like the honeſt Woman would have the whole Child ; 
the Harlot would have the Child divided. Was eyer 
ſuch Stuff put together ? Catholicks are for ſhuttin 
all out of the Church, and being the whole "Churc 
themſelves, therefore they are for the whole Child, when 
they have cut off —_ parts of: it, PEI it 1n- 
t0 
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to a whole, «xited with it ſelf. Others are ſo chari- 
table as far as it 1s poſſible, to make #2 whole Charch, 
the One Catholick Church, of all the divided Commu- 
nions of Chriſtendom, and they, like the Harlot, would 
have the Child divided. What a Bleſſing is Ignorance 
and Stupidity ! The firſt to find out ſuch Arguments, 
as all the Wit and Learning in the World could ne- 
ver have diſcovered; and the ſecond to make Men 
believe them,- and publiſh them without bluſhing. 
But here is enough 1n all Conſcience of this ; let us 
now try if we can pick out any thing, that may de- 
ſerve an Anſwer. And that the Reader may the bet- 
ter judg between us, I ſhall take a Review of the 
Brief Diſcourſe concerning the Notes of the. Church in 
the Method wherein it lies, and conſider, what this 
Anſwerer and Juſtifier of Bellarmine's Notes has to ſay 
againſt it. | 

I obſerved then that the true State of this Contro- 
verſy about the Notes of the Church, as it is ma- 
naged by Cardinal Bellarmine, w. not, what it is which 
makes a Church a true Church ; but how among all 
the Diviſions of Chriſtendom, we may find out that on- 
ly true Church. which is the Miſtreſs of all other Churches, 
the only Infallible Guide in matters of Faith, and to 
which alone the Promiſes of Pardon and Salvation are 
»ade. Now the Anſwerer grants, that this is the 
Controverſy between us, and ſays the Roman-Catholicks 
put the Queſtion right. And no doubt but they have 
Chriſtian Liberty to put what Queſtions they pleaſe ; 
all that I there obſerved was, that Proteſtants in the 
Notes they gave of a Church, anſwer to that Queſti- 
on, What a true Church 1s, that Papiſts give Notes, 
whereby to know which is the True Church, and 
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4 Vinidication-of the Diſcour ſe 
which js the moſt reaſonable way ? Thell'be examined 
preſently. _ 

T 'began with the Proteſtant Way, To find out 4 
Church by the eſſential Properties of the *Charch, ſuch a 
the Profeſſion of the true Chriſtian 'Faith, and the'Chri- 
ftian Sacraments rightly and auly adminiflred by Perſons 
rightly ordained, according to the Inſtitution of our $avi- 
our, and the Apaſtolical Praitice. Here he complains 
that we give but (poor two) Notes of a Chriftian Church 
(pag. 12.) But it two be all, 'they are a great deal 
better than ſuch fifteen Notes, as are none. And here 
I confideret what -Cardinal Bellarmine objeAts againſt 
theſe Notes. | 

I, "That "Notes whereby we will diſtinguiſh things, muſt 
not 'be common to. other things, but proper and peculiar 
to that of which it is a Note. Now T muſt confef 
theſe Notes, as he obſerves, are common to all Chriſtian 
The Prote. 
ſtant Churches do not defire to confine the Notes of the 
Church to their own pſtvate Communion, but are try 
glad, if all the Churches in the World be as true Chur- 
ches as themſelves. And this, ſays the” Anſwerer, let 
me tell him, will be eaſily granted, tam, quam, one e- 
very whit as good as another. And this, T wifh, .he 
could make ggod, for the fake -of '/his own "Church, 
But will he call this Anfwering? He cites a place 
out of Tertallian, which ;he durſt not tranſlate, for 
fear every Engliſh Reader ſhould ſee that it was to no 
purpoſe : That Hereticks, tho they differed from each 
other, yet did all conſpire to oppoſe the Truth; which 
is an admirable Argument againft all 'Churches con- 
fpiring in the ſame Paith. But this he fays, ſup- 
poſes all Churches to be alike pure, equally Catholick, 

| | equally 
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equally Apoſtolick. Juſt as much as to ſay, that a Man 
is a:reaſbnable Creature, —_—_— all Men to be equal- 
ly wiſe;, and: equally honeſt. The true Faith,. and 
true Sacraments, I: hope, may. be effential to all true 
Churches, as Reaſon is to Humane Nature, and' yer 
all true” Churches may not retain the Chriſtian Faith 
and Sacraments in equal Purity, no more than every 
Man, who has Reaſon, reaſons' equally well and tru- 
And thetefore the Church of Exg/and can di- 
guiſh her ſelf ſtill both from Papiſts and Fanaticks 
notwithſtanding thefe Notes. 

His next Argument, why theſe cannot-be the Notes 
of the Church;. is, becaufe the.'true Faith, .and true Sa- 
craments, are eſſential to the Church, and therefore can 
be. no Notes of Diſcovery, (pag. 13.) according to his 
former wiſe Obſervation, that a Note muſt be exrra- 

ential; which” has been examined already, For, 
ſays he, the Queſtion is which i the true Church ?. But 
Proteſtants think the firft Queſtion ought to be, What 
atrue Charch is? and then we can know without any 
other Notes, which i2#&f Church; as when we 
know what” a Man is, we can eaſily find out a Man, 
But how * ſhall -T know half this Eſfence, true Faith ? Yc. 
We muſt" either ſay by conſent with Scripture, or conſent 
with the Primitive Church, and then we ſhall ſtumble up- 
on the Cardinal's Notes, . or ſomewhat like it, They.I 
confeſs will be. in danger of a very. fatal-Stumble, if 
they ſtumble either upon Scripture or Antiquity ; but 
we gare venture both, Let them but grant, that 
true Faith is the Note of a true Church, and we will 
refer the Trial of our Faith to Scripture, and Antiqui- 
ty, when they pleaſe : Tho Cardinal Be/larmin had fo 
much Wit, as ngt torefer the Trial of the. Churches 
Faith to Gay #$ Wks "=Y 
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A Vindication of the Diſcourſe 
I added, That when we give Notes, which belong to 
4 whole ' Species, as we muſt do, when we give the Notes 


of a true Chriſtian Church, we muſt give ſuch Notes, as 
belong to the whole kind, that uw, to all true Chriſtian Chur- 


" ches. And though theſe Notes are common indeed to all 


true Chriſtian Churches, yet they are proper and peculiar 
to a true Chriſtian Church. As the clfemal Properties of 
4 Man are common to all Men, but proper to Mankind : 
and this is neceſſary to make them true Notes; for ſuch 
Notes of aChurch, as do not fit all true Churches, cannot 
be true Notes. But this which is the true Anſwer to 
Bellarmine's Argument, he wilely drops. 

As for what the Cardinal urges that all Sorts of Chri- 
ſtians think themſelves to have the True Faith, and True 
Sacraments: 1 anſwered ; I am apt to think they do ;, but 


what then ? If they have not the True Faith, and True 


Sacraments, they are not True Churches, .whatever they 
think of it, ind yet the True Faith and True Sacraments 
are certain Notes of the True Church. A Purchaſe upon 
4 bad Title, which a Man thinks a good one, is not a good 
Eſtate , but yet a Purchaſe upon a Title, which i not only 
thought tobe, but is a good one, ts a good Eſtate. 

To this he anſwers. This is the ſame Error again : 
for a good Title, T hope, is eſſential; "tis no Note of a 
good Eſtate. - Oh the Wir of ſome Diſputers ! What 
other Note is there of a good Eſtate, but a good Title? 
But he ſays there are other Notes, which lead to the Diſ- 
covery of a good Title ; what then ? they are the Notes 
of the Title, not of the Eſtate; they prove a good Ti- 
tle, and a good Title makes a good Eſtate. And yet, 
that the L and be not preengaged, be free from all Incum- 
brances, that there be no flaw in the Nemiſe, I take to 
be eſſential to a good Title, and therefore according, to 
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our Authors Logick, cannot be Notes neither. 
But what is all this to the purpoſe? Bellarmin proves, 
Thar the true Faith cannot be the Note of a true 
Church, becaule all Sets of Chriſtians pretend to it. 
I anſwer, that though thoſe who pretend to the true 
Faith, and have it not, are not true Churches, yet 
thoſe, who have the true Faith, are true Churches. 
As a Purchaſe upon a bad Title, which a Man thinks 
a good one, 15 not a good Eſtate, but yet a Purchaſe 


upon a good Title 1s a good Eſtate, To this the 


Juſtifier of Bellarmin anſwers, That a good Title is ef- 
ſential, and R_ is no Note of a good Eſtate. 
Whereas the Diſpute here is not about eſſential, or 
extra-eſſential Notes, but whether the true Faith can- 
not be a Note of the true Church, becauſe ſome Men 
pretend to the true Faith, who have it not. But want 
of Underſtanding is neceſſary to make ſome Men An- 
ſwerers of - Books, which Men of Underſtanding know 
they cannot anſwer. 

The Cardinals ſecond ObjeQtion againſt the Prote- 
ſtant Notes of a Church is, That the Notes of any thing 
muſt be more known than the thing it ſelf, this IT granted, 
Now ſays he, which is the true Church, is more knowable, 
than which is the true Faith : and thisI denied, for this 
plain reaſon, becauſe the true Church cannot be known with- 
out knowing the true Faith: For na Church is a true 
Church, which does not profeſs the true Faith, Now 
ſays our Anſwerer, This being denied, we prove it 
thus, &c. (Pag. 15.) But methinks, he ſhould firſt have 
anſwered the Argument,before he had gone to proving ; 
but that it ſeems 15 not his Talent. Well,but how does 
he prove, that the true Church may be known before 


we know the *W Admirably I affure you'! Ml 
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| the Chureh be the Pills of. Truth, raiſed up aloft, that. it 


may be con[picnous to- all Men, it be more manif: 

has the ry This Pillar a Fror.vh iS a NEW <A 
on, which I ſuppoſe he learnt. from the Monument at 
London-Bridg, which indeed is very viſible ; but cher 
wiſer Writers by the Pillar and Groand of Truth,. prove, 
that the Church is the Foundation, whereon Truth. is 
built ; but that would: not ſerve his purpoſe,. to make 
the Church more viſible than: the Truth, for he knows. 
that the Foundation is not ſo viſible, as that which is 


built on it: And in the next Page he honeſtly. confeſſes, 


that.the true Faith is the Foundation of the Church, 
ard therefore proves that the true Church cannot. be 
known by the true Faith ; for that is as ifi I ſhowld ſay,, 
I cannot know the Houſe unleſs I ſee the Foundation, the 
next'way to overturn it. So dangerous a thing are Me- 
taphors, which prove backward and forward, as a Man 
fancies. But let the Church be a Pillar raiſed. aloff, 
or a Foundation-Pillar, or what Pillar he pleaſes, muſt 
not we know the Church, before we know it to 
be a Pillar of Truth? Or, can we know which 
Church is the Pillar of Truth, before we know what 
Truth is ? 


Well! But let us now look to our ſelves, for he un- 


dertakes to demonſtrate it, The Fruits of the Spirit, the 
Graces, are more known than the Spirit it ſilf. Ergo, 


the true Church muſt be known before the. true Faith. 
The outward profeſſion of Faith more than the. inward pro- 
feſſion. Ergo, The true Church muſt be known betore 


the ontward profeſſion of the true Faith, which makes 


a true. Church. The Concrete more than the Abſtrad, 
the Believer than the Belief. 1 can now the Men be. 
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foreT know their Faith, Ergo, the trae Church muft 
'be known before the true Faith. 'He is a very hard- 
hearted Man, whowill not allow this for Demonſtra- 
tron ; but 'he is a'very good-natured Man, -who will 
allow tit 'to be Senſe. 


Well! But he has a Diſtintion, that will do the 
Buſineſs. Aliud notins nobis & alind natura, i. e. 
Some things are more knowable in themſelves, and 
{ome things are more knowable to us : But we are 
enquiring which 15 moſt knowable to us, the true 
Faith, or the true Church. 

He grants then, that True Faith being a Conftitu- 
ent of, or eſſential to the Church, may be ſaid to be 
Natura notior, firſt known in the Order of Nature. 
But we would not have theſe Methods confounded : For . 
if Faith be eſſential, "tis the leſs known to us for that 
very reaſon ; becauſe the firſt Conſtituents of a Com- 
pound are laſt known, except to the Maker. *Tis more 
manifeſt to us, that we are Fleſh anti Blood, though 
God knows, that we are Duſt and Aſhes. How happy 
is the Age, that has produced 'fo great a Schoolman 
as this, to whom the great Aquinas himſelf is but 
a meer Novice! The Church is a compound Body, 
in which "Faith is mixed and blended, as the four 
Elements are in Natural Bodies : And -therefore as 
we can. more eaſily know wht a Stone or a Tree 
is, than fee the four Elements in it, Fire and Air 
and Water and Earth, of which it is compounded, 
and which -are ſo 'mixt together, as to become in- 
viſitle in their own Natures; {o the Church is more 
knowable than the 'true Faith, which is ſo com- 
pounded with _— as to become - inviſible 
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it ſelf: Nay to be as much changed and transform- 
ed in the Compoſition, as Duſt and Aſhes is into 
Fleſh and * Blood : And thus I confefs, he has hit 
upon the true Reaſon, why the true Church muſt be 
known before the true Faith, becauſe the Church of 
Rome (which igfſhis true Church ) has ſo changed 
and transformed the Faith, that unleſs the Faith can 
be known by the Church, the Church can never 
be known by the Faith. How much 1s one grain 
of common Senſe, better than all theſe Philoſophical 
Subtilties ?* For indeed the Church is not a com- 
pound Body, but a Society of Men profeſſing the 
Faith of Chriſt, and the only difference between 


them and other Societies is the Chriſtian Faith, 


and therefore the Chriſtian Faith is the only thing 
whereby the Church is to be known, and to be 
diſtinguiſhed from other Bodies of Men ; and there- 
fore the Church cannot be known without the 
Faith ; unleſs I can know any thing without know- 
ing that, by which alone it is what it is : And 
5 there are ſeveral Churches in the World, and 
a Diſpute ariſes, which is the true Church, there 
is no other poſſible way of deciding it without know- 
ing the true Faith; for it is the true Faith, which 
makes a true Church, not as Duſt and Aſhes make 
Fleſh and Blood, but as a true Faith makes true Be- 
lievers,” and true Believers a true Church; and tho 
that Society of Men, which is the Church is. vifi- 
ble, yet the true Church is no more viſible than 
the true Faith; for to lee a Church is to ſee a So- 
ciety of Men who profeſs the true Faith, and how 
to {ee that without ſeeing the true Faith, is paſt my 
Underſtanding. 
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In the next place the Cardinal urges, That we cannot know 


39 


what true Scripture is, nor what is the true Interpretation Diſc. p. 10. 


of Scripture, but from ge Church; and therefore we muſt 
know the Church, before we can know the true Faith, To 
this I anſwered, As for the firſt, I readily grant, that 
at this diſtance from the writing the Books of the New Te- 
ſtament, there is no way to aſſure us, that they were writ- 
ten by the Apoſtles, or Apoſtolical men, and owned for in- 
Jpired Writings, but the Teſtimony of the Church in all 
Ages. And our Anſwerer faics, / begin now to anſwer 
honeſtly, (p. 17.) and I am very glad I can pleaſe him. 
But it ſeems, I had pleaſed him better, if I would have 
called it an ufallible Tradition ; but that Infallible is a 
word we Proteſtants are not much uſed to, when appli- 
ed to Tradition; it ſatisfies us, if it bea very credible 
Tradition, the Truth of which we have no reaſon to 
ſuſpe&. But I have loſt our Anſwerers favour for ever, 

adding, But herein we do n»t confider them as a Church, 
But as credible Witneſſes. This makes him ſigh to think, 
how loth men are to own the Church. For theſe company of 
men ſo attefting, were Chriftians, not Vagrants, or idle 
Praters of ftrange news in ridiculous Stories, (1 hope not, 
for then they could not be credible Witneſſes) Zut were 
agreed in the Atteftation of ſuch a Divine Volume, not on- 
ly as a Book ( which would do very littlz Service in- 
deed) but as a Rule, as an Oracle, All this I granted ; 
but ſtill the queſtion is, whether that Teſtimony they 
' give to the Scriptures, relies upon their Authority , 
conſidered as a Church,, or conſidered only as credible 
Witneſſes. © And when this Author ſhall think fit to An- 
ſwer what I there urge to prove, that they muſt not 
be conſidered as a Church, but as credible Witneſles, I 


thall think of a Reply, or ſhall yield the cauſe, But this 
F Anſwerer 
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A Vindication of the Diſcourſe, - 
Anfwerer is a moſt unmerciful man at compariſons. For, 
faies he, to tell us we cannot know the Church, but by the 
Scripture, is to tell us that we ggynot know a piece of Gold 
without a pair of Scales. The wor of Gold, I ſuppoſe he 
means, and then it is pretty right; and if we muſt 
weigh Gold after our Father, I ſuppoſe, we may weigh 
it atter the Church too, tho She be our Mother, Or 
that a' Child cannot know his Father, till he comes to read 
Philoſophy, and underſtand the Secrets of Generation : And 
it is well, if he can know him then : This, I confeſs, 1s 
exceeding appoſite ; for a Child muſt be a Traditionary 
Believer, and take his Mothers word (as Papiſts believe 
the Mother Church) who is his Father. 

That we could not underſtand the true Interpretation of 
Scripture neither, without the Church. This I allo denied, 
and gave my reaſons for it, which our Anſwerer, accord- 
ing to his method of anſwering Books,takes no notice of, 
but gives his Reaſons on the orher ſide. I aſtirmed, That 
the Scriptures are very intelligible in all things neceſſary 
to Salvation,to honeſt and diligent Readers. Initcad of this, 
he faies I affirm, That every honeſt and diligent Reader 
knows the Senſe (of Scripture, it muſt be) 7 all things 
neceſſary to Salvation; which differ as much, as bein 
intelligible, and being actually underſtood, tho 1 will 
excuſe him ſo far, that I verily believe he had no diſho- 
neſt Intention in changing my Words, but did not un- 
derſtand the difference between them : But , fays he, 
did not St. Peter write to honeſt and diligent Readers, when 
he warns them of wreſting ſome places in St. Paul to their 
own Deſtruftion, as others alſo did. As they did other 
Scriptures alſo, St. Peter ſaies; but he ſaies too, that they 
were the unlearned and the unſtable, who did thus. And 
tho the Scriptures be intelligible, ſuch pen need a guide, 
not 
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not to diftate to them, but to expound Scripture, and 
help them to underſtand it 3 but does St. Peter, there- 
fore warn them againſt reading the Scriptures, or di- 
re them to receive. the Senſe of Scripture only from 
the Charch? Or fay, that honeſt and diligent Readers 
cannot underſtand them without the Authority of the 
Church? But it ſeems, there are ſeveral Articles very 
neceſſary to Salvation, which men cannot agree about, 
no not all Proteſtants, as the Divinity of the Son of God, 
the neceſſity of good Works, the diſtinition of Sins mortal, 
and leſs mortal (which is a new diſtin&ion, unleſs b 
leſs mortal, he means Venial, that is, not mortal at all 
the neceſſity of keeping the Lords day, and uſing the Lords 
Prayer. Now theſe points are either intelligibly taught 
- in the Scripture, or they are not ; if not, how does he 
know they are in the Scripture? It they be, why can- 
not an honeſt and diligent Reader underſtand that 
which is intelligible > That all men do not agree about 
the Senſe of Scripture in all points, is no better argu- 
ment to prove that the Scripturesare not intelligible,than 
that Reaſon it ſelf is not intelligible ; for all men do not 
agree about that neither. 

Well, but he will allow, That honeſt Readers may arrive 
to the underſtanding of that part of Scripture which the light 
of nature ſuggeſts : That we muſt not ſteal, defraud ; we 
muſt do as we will be done by, (p.19.). But he little 
thinks. what he hath done in granting this ; for then, 
if the Church ſhould expound Scripture againſt the light 
of Nature, honeſt Readers may-underſtand the Scrip- 
ture otherwiſe; and if the Church ſhould be found trip- 
ping in ſuch matters, honeſt Readers might be apt to 
queſtion her Infgllibility in other caſes; tor thoſe who 
once miltake, A never be Infallible : And yet this _=_ 
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of Nature teaches a great many ſhrewd things ; and the 
Scripture teaches them too; and therefore, in theſe 
matters, honeſt and diligent Readers may underſtand 
the Scriptures, tho it be againſt the Expoſition of the 
Church; as, That Divine Worſhip mult be given to none 
but God : That God, who is an — mult not 
be worſhipped by material and viſible Images : That pub- 
lick Prayers ought to be in a Language which is under- 
flood by the People: That Marriage is honourable among 
all Men ; That Faith is to be kept with all Men; That 
every Soul muſt be ſubject to the higher Powers: That 
none can judicially forgive Sins, but only God : That 
to forgive Sin, is not to puniſh.it, and therefore God 
does not puniſh for thoſe Sins which he has wholly 
pardoned : And other fuch like things, are taught by the 
light of Nature, 'as well as Scripture ; and we thank him 
heartily, that he will give us leave to underſtand theſe 
things. . But he proceeds, '7zs the Revelation part, the 
Myſterious part, which u properly called the holy Scripture, 
which is not ſo perſpicurus, What, are not the words per- 
ſpicuous and intelligible > To what purpoſe then were 
they writ 2 Or, is it the thing which 1s above our Com- 
prehenſion 2 but that does not hinder, but we may un- 
derſtand what the Scripture teaches, tho we do not ful- 
nl comprehend it. For I would know, whether they 
ully comprehend the Doctrine of the Holy Trinity and 
Incarnation, the Natures and Perſon of Chriſt, which 
were the Subject of the .4rian, Nejtorian, and Eutychian 
Herefies ; when the Church teaches theſe things, [ ſup- 
poſe they will not fay they do; and yet they will own 
that they can underſtand what the Church teaches 
about them: And then, tho they cannot comprehend 
theſe myſteries ; yet they may as well/anderitand what 
the 
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the Scripture, as what the Church teaches about them. 
Now, faies our Author, to ſay the Scripture is plain to 
every honeſt private Reader in theſe Arcana, is to deny 
aud caſſate all Church Hiſtory ; make Oecumenical Councils 
ridiculous , run down all Synods and Convacations, rhat 
ever were or ſhall, be. Why fo, I pray? Does Church- 
Hiſtory , or Oecumenical Councils, all Convocations 
and Synods declare, That rhe Scriptures are not intelli- 
gible in theſe matters? Or that a private honeſt diligent 
Reader cannot underſtand them 2 How came they then 
to determine them for Articles of Faith, by their own 
Authority, or by the Authority of Scripture > Should 
Synods and Convocations, and Oecumenical Councils, 
determine that for an Article of Faith, which is not 
plain and intelligible in Scripture, they were ridi- 
culous indeed , and there were an end of their Autho- 
rity. 

And here he appeals to the Teſtimonies produced by 
the Cardinal, out of /reneus, Tertullian, and St. Augu- 
ſtin ; which have been fo often anſwered already, tliat I 
do not think it worth the while to engage with this An- 
ſwerer about them ; let rhe Reader, if he pleaſes, conſult 
ſome late Books to this purpoſe ; as that Learned Vindi- 
cation of the Anſwer to the Royal Papers about Church 
Authority ; and the Pillar and ground of Truth. But 1 
cannot paſs on without taking notice of his unanſwera- 
ble Argument to prove, That the Church of Rome un- 
derſtands St. Paul's Epiſtie to the Romans , ang by con{e- 
quence the Articles of Fuſtification,, whether by Faith alone, 
er Works, better than all the Lay-Readers of the Reformati- 
0#,Viz.becauſe he can never be perſwaded tht any private 
man ſhould underſtand an Epiſtle of St Paul, better than 
the Church to whith it was written. Flow unworthy is it to 
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opine the contrary > And how filly is it to think, that 
thoſe muſt neceſharily underſtand an Epiſtle beſt, to 
whom it was written 2 But if thoſe Chriſtians at Rome, 
to whom St. Paul wrote (for he takes no notice of any 
formed and ſetled Church there, at the writing of his 
Epiſtle, and therefore does not direct it to the Church, 
as he does in other Epiſtles, but to the Saints that are 
at Rome. I fay, if thoſe Chriſtians) might be ſuppoſed 
at that time, (when the ſtate of the Controverſy among 
them was generally known) to underſtand this Epiſtle 
better than we can now, yet what is this to the Church 
of Rome, at ſixteen hundred years diſtance 2 However, 
by this Rule, we may undeſtand all St. Pau/'s other Epi- 
{tles, as well as the Church of Rowe, and that will ſerve 
our purpoſe: And yet methinks, if the Churches to 
which the Epiſtles were ſent, are the only Authentick 
Expoſitors of ſuch Epiſtles, all thoſe Churchcs to whom 
St. Paul wrote, ſhould have been preſerved to this day, 
to have expounded thoſe Epiſtles to us, and yet not one 
of them is now in being, excepting the Church of Rome 
and therefore, at leaſt we muſt make what ſhifr we can 
to expound them our ſelves, for the Church of Rome can 
pretend no greater right in them than the Church of 
England. 

' And thus I came in the ſecond place to conſider the 
Cardinals uſe of Notes, and found ſeveral faults with 
them : 1. That he gives Notes to find out which is the true 
Church, before we know what a true Church is; whereas 
there are two Inquiries in order of nature before this, viz. 
Whether there be a true Church, or not ; and what it is ; 
And though the Cardinal takes it for zranted, that there 
is a Church, I demanded a proof of it, that they would 
give me ſome Notes whereby to prove /that there is a true 


Church, 
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Church, This demand amazes our Anſwerer, and makes 
him croſs himſelf and fall to his Beads, Hear, 0 Heavens! 
and give ear, O earth ! But this is a Devil that wo'nt 
be conjured down ; let him either give me ſome Notes 
to prove, that there is a Church ; or tell me, how [ 
ſhall know it. Yes, that he will do, for zt is ſe/f-evident, 
he ſaies, that there is a Church, (p. 20.) as it is, that 
there is a Sun in the Firmament, or elſe the Feathens 
could never ſee it. But what do the Heathens ſee? a 
Chriſtian Church, Do they then believe the Holy Ca- 
tholick Church 2 why then does he call them Heathens ? 
and if they ſee a Church, and do not believe it to be a 
Church, then it is ſuch a ſeeing of a Church, as does 
not prove that there is a Church ; for if it did, then 
all that ſee the Church would believe it, as all that ſee 
the Sun, believe that there is a Sun. Good works in- 
deed may be ſeen, as he learnedly proves ; and a Few: 
* iþ Synagogue may be ſeen, and Chriſtian Oratories 
and Chappels with Croſſes upon them, and this may 

rove- that thoſe who built them,” believed in a Cru- 
cified God, which is all he alledges to prove, that it is 
ſelf-evident that there isa Church ; by which I ſee ſome- 
thing alſo that he does not know, What it is to ſee a 


Church ; Though I told him before, That to ſee a com- Dife. p. 14. 


pany of men, who call themjelves a Church, is not to ſee a 
Church. For a Church muſt have a Divine Original and 
Inſtitution, and therefore there is no ſeeing a Church, with- 
out ſeeing its Charter ; for there can be no other Note or 
mark of the being of a Church, but the Inſtitution of it. 

I obſerved, That the uſe of Notes in the Church of 
Rome #s to find out the Church before and without the 
Scriptures ; for*if they admit of a Scripture-proof, they 
ww; alliw, that ws can know and underſtand the Scriptures 
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without the authority or interpretation of the Church, 
which undermines the very foundation of Popery. In an- 
ſwer to this he fays, Nothing is more eafie and familiar 
(but that mea Irve to be troubleſome to their Friends ) 
than that the Scriptures muſt be knnwn by the Church, and 
the Charch may be known (befrdes its own ewidence) by the 
Scriptures. 

This I believe he has heard fo often faid, without 
conſidering it, that it is become very afre and familiar 
to him ; bur ir is the hardeſt thing in the world to me, 
and therefore begging leave of him for being ſo trou- 
bleſome, I mult deſire him to explain to me how two 
things can be known by each other, when neither of 
them can be known firſt ; for if the Son mult beget the 
Father, and the Father beget the Son, which ot them 
mult be begotten firſt ? "TI 

Bur he has an admirable proof of this way of know- 
ing the Church by the Scripture, and the'Scripture by 
the Church. For ſo S:. Peter exhorts the wife to good con- 
verſation, that ſhe may thereby win the husband to Chri« 
ftianity, even without the Word, without the Holy Scrip- 
ture : Implying, that a man may be brought over to Chri- 
Stianity both ways, by the Church, aud by the Scripture. 
Suppoſe this, what is this to knowing the Scripture by 
the Church, and the Church by the Scripture 2 The 
pious and modeſt converſation of the wife, may give 
her husband a good opinion of her Religion, and may 
be the firſt occaſion of his inquiring into it, which may 
end in his converſion, and fo may the holy and exem- 
plary lives of Chriſtians do ; but does the Husband in 
this caſe reſolve his faith into the authority of his Wife 
withou th e Scripture ? and then reſolve the authority 
of his wife into the authority of the Sctipture 2 if St. 
Peter 
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Peter had faid this indeed, F ſhould have thought we 
might as reaſonably have given this authority to the 
Church, as to a Waite. 


2/y, I obſerved, Another blunder in this diſpute a Diſc. p. 15, 


bout Notes is, that they give us Notes whereby to find 
ont the true Catholick Church, before we know what a 

articular Church is 
is nothing elſe but all the true Chriftian Churches in 
the world, united together bv one common faith and 
worſhip, and ſuch afts of communion as diſtinit Churches 
are capable of , and obliged to; every particular 
Church, which profeſſes the true faith and worſhip of 
Chriſt, is a true Chriſtian Church, and the Catholick 
Church is all the true Chriſtian Churches in the world. 
And therefore there can be no Notes of a true 
Church but what belong to all the true Chriſtian Chur- 
ches in the World, Which ſhows how abſurd it is, 
when they are giving Notes of a True Church, to 
give Notes of a true Catholick, and not of a true 
particular Church : when I know what makes a 
particular Church a true Church, I can know what 
the Catholick Church is, which ſignifies all true par- 
ticular Churches, which are the one Myſtical body 
of Chriſt ; but I can never know what a true Ca- 
tholick Church is, without knowing what makes a 
particular Church a true Church ; tor all Churches 
have the fame nature , and are homogeneal parts of 
the ſame body. 

This | perceive ourAnſwerer did not underſtand one 
word of, and therefore ſays nothing to the main ar- 
gument, whi&k is to prove that thoſe who will 
give Notes of ti Church, mn give ſuch Notes as 

are 
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are proper to all true particular Churches; for there 
can be no other true Notes of a Church, but what 
belong toall true Churches, becauſe all true Churches 
have the ſame Nature and Eſſence ; which ſpoils 


. the Cardinal's deſign of Notes to find out the one 


Catholick Church , which all Chriſtians muſt com- 
municate in, and out of which there is no Salva- 
tion. And therefore, inſtead of touching upon the 
main point, he runs out into a new Harangue about 
Unity and Catholiciſm z what Unity and Commus- 
nion makes a Catholick Church; whether the Ca- 
tholick Church be the aggregate of all Churches , 
or only of Sound and Orthodox Churches, which has 
been conſidered already, and is nothing to the pur- 
poſe here. For the only ſingle + queſtion. here is, 
Whether I can know the Catholick Church, before 
I know what a true particular Church is; and conſe-. 
quently, whether the Notes of the Church ought 
not to, be ſuch, ' as belong to all true particular 
Churches. .. 

By this Rule, I briefly examined Cardinal Bellar- 
mrs. Notes; Thoſe which belonged to all true 
Churches, which very few of them do; I allow to be 
trae Notes, but. not peculiar to the Church of Rowe: 
As. the 6th, The agreement and conſent in Doftrine 
with the Ancient ol Apoſtolick Church. And the 8th, 
The Holineſs of its. Dottrine ; are the chief, if not the 
only. Notes of this nature, and theſe we will ſtand or fall . 
by. And becauſe I faid, we will ſtand or fall by theſe: 
Notes, the Anſwerer endeavours to ſhzw that they. do 
not belong to the Church of Eg/aud ; but whether 
they belong to the Church of Rome , ind do not be- 
tong to us, was not my buſineſs to clnſider in my 
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ral Diſcourſe about Notes; but it has been examined 
ſince, in the Examination of thoſe particular Notes, 
and there the Reader may find it. But our Anſwerer 
according to his old wont, has pickt out as unlucky 
inſtances, as the greateſt Adverſary of the Church of 
Rome could have done, viz: the Doctrine of Juſti- 
fication and Repentance, which are not fo corrupted 
by the very worſt Fanaticks, as they are by the 
Church of Rome, witneſs their Doctrines of Confeſſion 
and Penance; 1 may add, of Merits and Indulgences, 
for want of which, he quarrels with the Reformation. 
Other Notes, 1 obſerved, were not properly Notes of 
the true Church, any otherwiſe than as they are Teſti- 
monies to the Truth of common Chriſtianity : Such as his 
gth, the Efficacy of Dottrine : The 1oth, the Holinefs 
of the Lives of the firſt Authors and Fathers of our Re- 
ligzon. As fot the Efficacy of Doctrine, he fates, That 
fhould bear Teſtimony to the Church alſo, if it be true, 
that more are converted to the Catholick Church , thax 
dps from it, Let him read the Examination 
of the 9th Note for this. But zf zt be true alſo, that 
the Roman Catholicks do convert more to the Chriftian 
Faith, than any other ſort of Chriſtians, (as the Spani- 
ards converted the poor Indians) this follows undeni- 
ably, that they believe they are more bound to ſpread 
the Chriſtian Religion than any other. And what it they 
did believe ſo, are not others as much bound as they 2 
And what follows from hencez That they are the 
only true Church, becauſe they are more zealous in 
propagating Chriſtianity > Does this relate to the 
Efficacy of Doctrine, or.to the Zeal of the Preacher? 
But he fays, *The Phariſees compaſſing Sea and Land to 
make a Proſelye, proved them to be the beſt aud moſt 
HAY G 2 
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zealous of all the Jewiſh party, tho they made them 
ten times more the Children of Hell, thart they were 
before. I think none but our Author would have had 
ſo little Wit, as to have. juſtified the Church of Rome 
by the Zeal of the Phariſees; for tho, as he ſays, our 
Saviour's Wo againſt the Phariſees, was not preciſely 
intended againft their Zeal ; yet this proves that the 
greateſt Corrupters of the Faith, may be the moſt 
zealous to propagate their Errors; and therefore ſuch 
a Zeal does not prove them to be the beſt men, nor the 
trueſt Church. 


Thus I faid the 11h Note, the glory of Miracles, 
and the 12th, the ſpirit of Prophefie, are Teſtimonies 
to the Religion, not primarily to the Church. | 


'To which he anſwers, Let' no man be fo beſotted 
as to ſay, that all Miracles of a later date are deluff- 
ens, Fear not, Sir, no Miracles, neither late nor - 
early, are deluſions, but ſome deluſions are called 
Miracles, witneſs the Miracles that 'poor Fetzer felt, 
But the queſtion is, Whether trus Miracles . prove 
that particular Church in which they are done, the 
only true Church ; or only give teſtimony to the 
Religion in confirmation of which they are wrought. 
The ſpirit of Prophefie alſo, he ſays, belongs to the 
Church, unleſs we find that all the true Churcbes in 
the Circle pretend to it, All that pretend to a Reli- 
gion revealed by Propheſie, -pretend to the ſpirit of 
Propheſie'; but all do not pretend in this age to 
have the gift of Propheſie, though they may as 
juſtly pretend to it, as the Church of Rome. See the 
Anſwer to the 12th Note. « 

I add» 
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1 added, That the 13th, 14th, 15th Notes, IT 
doubted would prove no Notes at all, becauſe they are 
mt always true, and at beſt uncertain, The 13th is 
the confeſſien of Adverſaries, which he fays, will car- 
\ ry a cauſe in our Temporal Courts. And good reafon 
too, becauſe they are ſuppoſed to ſpeak nothing but 
what they know, and what the evidence of truth 
extorts from. them ; but how the. Adverfaries of 
Chriſtianity ſhould come to know ſo well, which is 
the true Church, who Lelieve no Church-at all, is 
ſomewhat myſterious ; and yet the Cardinal is mi- 
ſerably put to it to make out this Note, as may 
be ſeen in the Anſwer. The 15th, Temporal felicity, 
he ſays, will evidence the Church, as Jov's later fate 
did evidence his being in favour with God, But what 
did his former ſtate Jo 2 Was he not then in favour 
with God too 2 but would any man talk at this rate, 
who remembers, that Chriſt was crucified, and: his 
Church perſecuted for three hundred years? - 'ſhe 
14th, the unhappy Exit of the enemies of the Church, he 
ſays, Count Teckely may be a witneſs of. it, who fides 
with Infidels again? the Church, and "is - accordingly 
bleſlk. And what thinks he of the misfortunes of 
ſome great Princes, who have been as zealous for the 
Church ? 


His third antl fourth Notes, | faid, were not Notes 
of a Church, but Gods promiſes made to his Church. 
And here he triumphs mightily ; 1s there ſuch oppo- 
fition then between Notes and Promiſes 2 and finds out 
ſome promiſes which he ſays are Notes of the Church ; 
I ſhall not exaNins that, becauſe it is nothing to 

the 
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the purpoſe ; for if there be ſome Promiſes which 
are not Notes of the Church, I am fafe ; for 
[.did. not ſay, that no Promiſes could be Notes, but 
that theſe were 'not Notes, but Promiſes, and gave 
my reaſons for it, "why - theſe particular Promiſes 
could not be Notes.. As for the third, A /ong dura- 
tion, that it ſhall never fail ; 1 faid, this could never 
be a Note till the day of judgment. A: fine time, he 
ſays, to chuſe our 'Rehpion in the mean while ; but 
thanks be to God, modi other Notes of a Church 
than this, and therefore need not wait til the da! 

of Judgment, to-know the true Church. But it 1s 
certain, the duration off the Church till the end of 
the World is Tuch amark-of the Church as cannot 
be known till the .end of the World. The fourth, 
Amplitude and extent is not to diſtinguiſh one Chriſtian 
Church from another,; but to diſtinguiſh the Chriſtian 
Church from other Religions; and then 1 doubt this Pro 
phefie has not recerved its juft accompliſhment yet, for 
all the Chriftian Churches together bear but \a ſmall 
proportion to the reft of the world. And if this promiſe 
be not yet accompliſhed, it cannot be a Note of the 
Church; But the 'Reader may ee all-this fairly ſtated 
in'the:examination-of. theſe Notes.  *; 


His fifth Note, The Succeſſion of Biſhops in the Church 

of Rome; fram the Apoſtles time till now, 1 grant, is a 
Note of the Roman «Chatch; and the Sycceſfron of Br. 
ſhops bn the Greek Church, ts as good: a; Note of the 
Greek. Church ; and any Churches, which have been la- 
ter \ planted, who have Biſhops in Succeſſion from any 
ef the. Apoſtles, or Apoſtolick Biſhops, by this Note are 
asi;good Churches as they. This he very honeſtly 
grants, 
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grants, and thereby confeſſes; that this Note will not 
prove the'Chutch of Rome to bei'the one Catholick 
Church, which the Cardinal intended by it. Now 
becauſe I faid, 7his Note #8 common. to all true 
Churches, and therefore can do the Church of Rome 
no Service, He takes me up, A! true Churches! 
then where is your Communion with Luther's cr Cal- 
vin's Diſciples > They do not ſo much as pretend to 
Succeſſion. Nor is this the Diſpute now, whether 
thoſe Churches which have not a Succeſſion of Bt- 
ſhops, are true Churches ; but if he will allow a 
| Succeſſion of Biſhops to be a Note of a true Church, 
all thoſe Churches are true Churches, which have 
this Succeſſion, as the Greek Chureh, and the Church 
of England have; and therefore, this Note can do 
no Service to the Church of Rome, as not being pe- 
culiar to it. But as for what he fays, That Succeſſi- 
o of -Dottrine , without Succeſſion 'af Office, is a poor 
Plea, IT muſt needs tell him ,--T think: it is a mach 
better Plea 'then Succeſſion of Office, without Sucs 
ceſſion of Doctrige. © For I am ſur#, that is not a 
fake Communion,, where there is not a Succeſſion of 
Apoſtolical DoQtine ; but whether the want of a 
Sncceſſion of Biſhops ,. will ih- all: Caſes: Unchurch, 
will admit of a greater Diſpute: I am ſure a true 
Faith in Chriſt, with a true Goſpel Converfation, 
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will fave men; and ſome Learned Romanifts detend joan. Laun. 


that old Definition of the Church, that- it\is -Cotus Epiſt. vol 3. 
ep. 13. Nicol. 


Gatinz0. 


Fidelium, the 'company of the' Faithful, and will :not 
admit Biſhops or Paſtors into the Definition of a 
Church, | 
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His ſeventh Note, 4 own, is home to his purpoſe, 
That that 1s the only true Church, which is united to the 
Biſhop of Rome, as to its Head. 1f he could prove 
this, it muſt du.his Bufeneſs without any other Notes. — 
But-}t is like the Confidence of a Jeſuit , to make that 
the "Note of the Church, which is the chief Subjett of 
the Diſpute. Very well , ſays our Anſwerer , /o Ire- 
nzus, /o St. Cyprian, St. Ambroſe, $7. Hierom, Opta- 
tus, Sf. Auſtin, are anſwered, for none of theſe can turn 
the Scale, Nor did any of theſe Fathers ever ſay, 
That the Biſhop of Rome is the Head of the Church. 
This is the Diſpute ſtill, and will be the Diſpute, till 
the Church of Rome quit her abſurd claims to it: But 
he fays, We of the Church of England ſhould conſider, 
that wot above 100 years ago, we communicated with 
the Apoſtolick See. And does that make' the Cnurch 
of Rome, the Head of the Church? But have we 
grounds enough for ſuch a Breach, as we have made? It 
1s ground enough ſure, to Renounce our SubjeQtion 
to the Biſhop ot Rome, if he have no right to claim it. 
But Tranſubſtantiation, and the Worlhip-of Images, 
and Addreſſes to Saints, he thinks very harmleſs 
things. But the miſchief is, we do no think them ſo. 
But this is not a place to diſpute theſe matters, 


A 


His firſt. Note concerning the name Catholick, T ob- 
ferved, makes every Church a Catholick Church, which 
will call it ſelf ſo. And here he learnedly diſputes a- 
bout ſome indelible names, which the providence of 
God orders to be ſo for great Ends, St. Paul direfts his 
Epiftle to the Romans, 4.e. he hopes to the Roman Ca- 
tholicks, p.34. But a Roman Catholick-Was an unknown 
name in thoſe days, and many» Aves after, But at 
that 
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that time the world in- the ApoFiles phraſe. wis. in Cons. 
munion with her. Where has the' Apoſtle. any fuch 
Phraſe? And-yet we are now a diſputing not about 
Catholick Communion, butgabout the name Rowan 
Catholick Church, Whereas it does not appear, that the - 
Romans had at that time fo, much as the: Name of 
the Church, as I obſerved before; and the very Nanie 
of the Catholick Church cannot be proved ſo Ancient 
as that time: And her Faith being ſpoken of, which 
he interprets, her being admired ne the whole 
World : whatever it proves, does not prove that She 
had then the Name of the Catholick Church. He 
adds, 1: is not without ſomething of God, that She keeps 
the name ſtill: But how does She keep it > She will 
call her ſelf Catholick, -when no Body elſe will ak 
low. her to be ſo; and. thus any Church may keep 
this. Name, which did Originally belohg 'to all 
true Orthodox Churches: As for Hereticks, they 
have challenged the Name, and kept it too among 
themſelves, as the Church of Rome does, tho-it 
belonged no more to them, than it does to her. 
His other indelible names of Tunes and Places, -he 
may make the beſt of he can. But let all concern- 
ed in Black-fryars and Auſtin-fryars, and the Houſe 
'of Chartreux, which has ſo miraculouſly preſerved its 
Name, look to. it; -for he ſeems to hope ,- that 
theſe indelible Names are preſerved for ſome good 


purpoſe. 


I added, The name Catholick does not theckee what 1c. _— 


a Church is, But in what Communion it is; and is no 
Note of a true Church, \ unleſs it be firſt proved, 'that 
they are true, Churches , 'which-: are; tw Communic 


with each other. For if ous parts in- four ,": of - 
the 
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the Churches in the World, were very corrupt and dege- 
werate' in Faith and Worlhip, and were in one Communi- 
on, this would be the moſt Catholick Communion , as 
Catholick fignifies the wwoſt General and Univerſal; 
but yet, the fourth part, which is fmcere, would be the 
beſt and trueſt Church and the Catholick Church, as 
that fignifies the Communion of all Orthodox and pure 
Churches. . 
This Diſtinion of Catholick, our Anſwerer likes 
well, and fays it does not hurt them, for that caſe 
z yet to come , | viz. that the moſt corrupt Commu- 
nion ſhould be moſt  Catholick or Univerſal ; but 
that was not the force of the Argument , nor 
any part of it; tho it may be 1t is too true; 
but the Argument was this, That the bare Name 
of © Catholick cannot prove a Church to be a true 
Church; becauſe that does not relate to its Nature 
and Eſſence, but'to its Communion : Now Catho- 
lick Communion ſignifies , either the moſt univerſal 
Communion, or the Communion only of pure and 
Orthodox Churches; be their number more or leſs. 
If 'we take it in the firſt Senſe, the moſt Catho- 
lick Communion - may be the moſt. corrupt ; for 
it may fo happen, that the greater number of 
Churches., which are in Communion with 'each 
other , may © be very corrupt. It we take it in 
the ſecond Senſe, we muſt firſt know, whether 
thoſe Churches are Pure and Orthodox , before 
we can tell, whether they be Catholick Churches ; 
and therefore, in both Senſes, the bare- Name /'of 
Catholick- cannot 'prove'4 + Church to be a 'true 
Church ; for we muſt © firſt know ,4whether they 
be,-true, as that ſignifies Pure Gand Orthodox 
| | Churches, 
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Churches; before we can know, whether they be Ca+ 
tholick. Lan | 
But he fays, It is not- probable, that God would 
ſpread ſuch a Temptation au Stumbling-black 'before 
is own People; yet, if he ſhould for. Example ſake, 
have ſuffered. Lutheraniſm or Cranmeriſm +9 have 
ſpreads to ſuch a meaſure, the palpableneſs. of the 
Schiſm would have been ' ſecurity, perhaps , ſufficient 
to keep all prudent Perſous where they were, This 
is nothing to the preſent Argument, *( as indeed it 
would. be. [furprifing ' ta. find. him '\fay'\any-ehi 
to the! purpoſe ) bur,;yet , Þ.if the moſt: Citholi 
Communion ,. as that ſignifies the moſt» Univerſal 
.( tho the Notes does not refer to'Catholick Com- 
'munion,- but to the narhe Catholick ). were a Note 
of the true Church, it is.not-ſufficient to. fay, That 
it. is probable that God will not ſuffer: a corrupt 
Communion 'to be the moſt Uniyerſal-; but he 
muſt prove, that God has promiſed this ſhall not 
be: And, if according to this Suppoſition, Luthe- 
rauiſm or. Cranmeriſm - had prevailed ,.. three. parts 
in (four over the Churclr, | how,.could the palpa- 
bleneſs of the Schiſm ſecure his prudent Man 
from the Infe&tion 2 for if three parts of the 
Church were divided from - the fourth, why. ſhould 
a prudent; Man charge ſo mpaqh: the greater gumber 
with the,Schiſm 2 Why, ſhould the three parts be the 
Schiſmaticks, and not the fourth 2 


-3ly, I obſerved another Myſtery of finding - the 

true ' Church by, Notes, is:1to pick out of 'alh the 
hriſtian Che = in the World, one Church which 

e muſt own jyr the only Catholick Church, and re- 

rs 2 ject 


57 


Diſc. p. 19. 


5$ 


A Yidicaton of the Diſtotrſe * 
jeD all other Charches. af Heretical, or - Schiſmatzcal., 
or Uncatholick Churches, who refuſe Obedience and 
Subjeition to this 'one Catholick Chureh, For if "th. 
be not "the intent of A what do all the Notes of 
the | Church. fignifie»'fo prove, that «the Church o 
Rome vu the: oyly'frue' Catholick Church? And if 
they to not prove. this, the Cardinal has loft his Labour. 
+ Now I. obſerved , 'Zhat ' there are many things to be 
proved here, before we are ready for the Notes of 
the:Church. They muſt. firſt prove, that there "is but 
tre Church ſn'lthe World. Or," 1as'T had expreſ- 
ſeed! it'-befoft /10we: Church , 'which u the Miſtreſs of 
alt: othert Churches," and. the only' Principle and Cen- 
ter of Catholick Unity. - To this he Anſwers, (p. 37) 
That there-is But one true/Church, ought to be proved; 
(Gredo/unamSandtuth;)dorb,} it ſeems, mot prove 
it) bat ifs rheve were ai tnany Churches, as Provinces, 
#f| they! are: true, thly are tne , 'ds hath been explained. 
Nor |tands it' with the wery Inſtitution of the Creed, 
to\ fay, { belteve many true Churches ; no more - than 
zTifay , -F believe'ts mithy trac Faiths; (which T fup- 
poſe: there is':ſome//new -Inſtitution for alſo, 'belie- 
ving in'the true Faith?) for if they be true, ſay 
1, they are one ( Harp mot therefore any more on 
that. jarring . String.) It is really a miſcrable caſe 
for.:a'Cliurch,,: which/is i able: :to! ſpeak” ſomiewhat 
better for: her ſelf, to!be &pofed by Tſuch-Advocates; 
as do not underſtand”! her -own- Principles. For 
will any learned Romanii? deny , that there are ſe- 
veral-particular true Churches Or, - will any Prote- 


ſtant deny , "that-all true Charches'\are'-one Caths- 


lick Church, which"we profeſs" in' ou#Ctecd 2 Bug# 
the Controverſy. between us and th& Cardinal, is 
*quite 


concerning the Notes of the.C hurch. 


quite of a.different nature,. not whether there ars 
any particular true Churches, nor whether all the 
true "Churches in the World make one Catholick 
Church ; but whether the Chgrch of Rome (which 
conſidered+in it ſelf is but: a particular Church) be 
the only true Catholick Church, the” center of Ca- 
thokek Unity ? ſo that no Church is a true Church, 
but only by communion with, and ſubje&tion to the 
Church of Rome. Now this he can never prove by 
the Notes of a true Church, unleſs he firſt prove, that 
there is but one particular Church, the communion 
with, © and ſubjection *to which makes all other 
Churches true Churches: For if there be more true 
Churches than one, which owe: ſubjetion to no 
other Church-, but only -a friendly and brother] 
correſporidence ;; then-though his Notes of a Church 
could prove the Church of Rome to be a true Church, 
yet they could-.not prove; that all other Churches 
muſt be ſubje& tothe Church of Rome. The Church 
of Ewg/and may be a true Church till, though the 
renounce 'obedience to the Biſhop of Rome. 


But he undertakes to-prove - the Church of Rome, 
not to be the Miftreſs, which as it may be conſtrued, 
# ixvidious (though ſhe challenges all the authority 
of -a /MiſtreſsY but the. Mather of other Churches. 
Ant if he could do it, it were aothing to the pre- 
ſent argument, which is not, Whether the Church 
of Rome be the Miſtreſs or Mother (which he plea- 
ſes): of all other Churches, but whether the bare 
Notes of a'true Charch'-ean prove this prerogative 
of 'the Ghurch cC Rome, when there are other true 

|  .- Of -. -. Churches 
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. Churches beſides her ſelf. - But yet his arguments to 
prove-this are very confiderable : pr» ber | 

1/t. Becauſe the Church of Rome is acknowledged - 
to be ſo by all in comngnion with her, (P.37.) which is 
indeed unanſwerable : The Church of Rome her ſelf, 
and all in communion with her, fay, the is the Mo- 
Mother of all other Churches, and therefore ſhe is 
{o. ſE 

2ly, The Learned King James the Firſt, did not 
ftick to own her. Did King Fames the Firſt own the 
Pope's Supremacy ? K aL 0 

3. To us in Englaud"'tis 'paſt denial, our Mother 
and Nurſe too. Our ſtep-mother we will own her, 
and nothing more. But 'tis her authority that keeps 
up in England, above all other. Reformed Churches, our 
Biſheps, our Liturgy, our Cathedrals ;. by her Records, 
her Evidences, they ſtand the ſhotk of: Antichriſtian 
Adverſaries. Thus is ſtrange news:! : We are indeed 
then more beholden to the Church of Reme, than 
we thought for ; but does the Church of Rome al- 
low our Biſhops, or our Liturgy 2. how then. does 
| her Authority keep them up 2 truly only becauſe ſhe 
cannot pull them down, and I pray: God the may 
never be able'to do it. She is not our Principle, as 
he ſpeaks, and never ſhall be ozr Center again. His 
fourth Az#gument is from Yitravius'(which I believe 
is the firſt-time it was uſed) from the -fituation of 
Reme for the Empire of the World, which he thinks 
holds as well for the Empire of the Church. And 
ſo. he concludes with our Lords Elogres of St. Peter's 


_ .. Chair, which I could never meet with: yet. This is 


a formidable man, eſpecially conſidering: how many 
fuch Writers the Church of 4Aome 1s furniſhed 
with, I added, 


concerning the Notes of the Church. 
- F added, That they muſt prove, that the' Catho/iks 
Church does not frgnifie all the particular true Churches 
that are in the World, but ſome one Church, which is 
the fountain of Catholick Unity : That is, fays he, he 
ſhould ſay, not only fignifie all, but alſo ſome one, P. 39. 
No, Sir, I ſay, not fignifie all , but ſome one. The 
Cardinal propoſes to find out by his Notes the one 
true Catholick Church among all the Communions 
of Chriſtendom ; and to prove that the Church of 
Rome is this Catholick Church. Now I fay, this is 
a ſenſeleſs undertaking, unleſs he can prove, that 
the Catholick Church does not ſignifie all the parti- 
cular true Churches, which make the one Church 
and Body of Chriſt, but ſome one Church, which is 
the fountain of Catholick Unity, and Communion 
with. which, gives the denomination of Catholick 
Churches to all others. Now what has our Anſwe- 
rer to ſay to this,beſides his Criticiſm of a4, and ſome 
one 2 Truly he fairly grants it, and fays, that other 
Churches, as. daughters of the Mother-church, are for- 
mally Catholick ; but take the Mother by her ſelf, and 
he is fundamentally Catholick, But this I fay, ought 
to have been proved, that there is any one Church 
which alone is the Catholick Church, as the founda- 
tion of Catholick Unity ; which the Cardinal's 
Notes cannot prove. That the Catholick Church be- 
gan in one ſingle Church, (as he fays) I readily 
grant, and became Catholick by ſpreading it felt all 
over the World ; but thus the Church at Feruſalem, 
not at Rome, was the Matrix, as he ſpeaks, of the 
Catholick Church, which yet gave the Church of 
Feruſalem no pxeheminency or authority over all 0- 
ther Churches. '3ut the Church of Rowe does not 
pretend her ſelf to be fundamentally Cathalick s” a 

: enſe, 
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ſenſe, that ſhe was the firſt Church, but that by vir- 
tue of Saint Perer's Chair, the Soveraign Authorify 
of the Church is ſeated in her, and none can-belong 
to the Catholick Church, but thoſe: who embrace 
her Communion, and ſubmit to her authority. Which 
ſhows how well our Anſwerer underftood this Con- 
troverſie, when he ſays, (Pag. 40.) Time was when 
the Church of Jeruſalem was ſo, (chat is, the Catho- 
lick Church, as it was the firſt and only Church, 
and the Matrix of all other Churches) ar the Church 
A Antioch, (which never was ſo) thew why not the 

hurch of Rome ? What think you, in the ſenſe given ? 
The Church of Rowe does not challenge to be the 
Catholick Church in the ſenſe now given, 7.e. as the 
firſt and original Church; and if ſhe did , all the 
World knows, ſhe was not ; and the ſenſe now gi- 
ven will not prove the Church of Rome to be the 
Catholick Church, in the ſenſe in which ſhe claims 
it. But this is intolerable to diſpute with men, who 
do not underſtand what they diſpute about. To has» 
ſten then to a concluſion ; for if my Reader, as I 
ſuſpect, is by this time fick of Reading, he may ca- 
ſily gueſs, how fick I am of Writing, X 


The laſt thing I objeRed againſt Bellarmin's Notes 
was, That they pretend to find'out ax i»fallible Church 
7 Notes, on whoſe authority we muſt relie for the whole 

hriſtian Faith, even for the Holy Scriptures them- 


ſeFves. For ſuppoſe he had given us the Notes of a 
true Church — before we can hence cenclude, that this 
Church is the infallible Guide, and uncontroulable Jud, 
of Controverſies, we muſt be ſatisfies that the C burch 
is infallible.—— This can never Ve proved but by 

ITY | Scriptures 


PR _ 
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Scripture ; for unleſs Chriſt have beſtowed Infallibili- 
ty on the Church, I know not how we can prove ſhe 
has it ; and whether Chriſt have done it or not, cax 
ever be -proved but by the Scriptures : So that a 
man muſt read the Scriptures, and uſe' his own 
judgment to underſtand them, before it can be 
proved to him, that there is an Infallible Church ; 

and therefore thoſe who reſolve the belief of the 
Scripture into the Authority of * the Church, cannot 
without great impudence , urge the Authority of the 


Scriptures to prove the Churches Tnfallibility 3 and 


yet thus they all do ; nay, prove their Notes of the 
Church from Scripture, as the Cardinal does. To 
which our "Adverſary anſwers : Jrfallibility and 
Tranſubſtantiation ; God forgive all the ſtirs that have 
been made upon their account. Amen; fay I, and'fo 
far we are agreed. 


He makes ſome little offers at proving an Infalli- 
ble Judg, or at leaſt a Judg which mait have the 
final deciſion of Controverſies, whether Infalfible 
or not ; this is not the preſent diſpute, but how we 
ſhall know whether the Church be Infallible or not 2 
If by the Scriptures, how we ſhall know them with- 
out the Church 2 


To avoid a Circle here of proving the Church by 
the Scriptures, and the Scriptures by the Church, 
he ſays, There are other conviftions whereby the Word 
of God firſt pointed at by the Church, makes out its 
Divine original, But let him anſwer plainly, Whe- 
ther we can kww the Scriptures to be the Word 
of God, and unGerſtand this tend fenſe of them, with- 
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out the Infallible 'authority of the Church > If. he 
will fay we can,. we are agreed,. and then we will 
grant, . that .we may find out the Church by the 
Scripture ; but .then he muſt not require us after: 
wards to receive the Scripture and interpretation of 
it upon the authority, of the Church ; And fo farewell 
to Popery. | 

As for that advice I gave Proteſtants, Where. 
they diſpute with Papiſts, whatever they. do . at other. 
times, not to own the. belief of the Scriptures, till 
they had proved them in rheir way by the authority 
of the Church: and then we ſhould quickly ſee, what 
Bleſſed work they would make of it : How they would 
prove their Churches Infallibility, and what fine Notes 
we ſhould have of a Church, whey we bad rejetted all 
their Scripture-proofs, as. we ought .to do, till they have 
firſt ſatisfied us, that theirs is the only true Infallis 
bhe Church, upon whoſe authority we muſt believe the 
Scriptures, and every thi lf. He ſays, -2t 4s ve- 
ry freakiſh, to ſay no, worſe ——== Eſpecially whey, 1 


- 


grant (to my coſt) that we come" to the knowledg.. of 
the Scripture by . the uninterrupted tradition of credis 
ble. witneſſes, though I will not ſay, tradition of 'the 
Church, _ But, if he underſtand no ; > between 
the authority of an Infallible Judg, - and- of a Wit: 
neſs, he is not fit to be diſputed with. 


As for what I faid, That 7 would gladly; hear what 
Notes they would give a Pagan to fd out the true Int 
fallible Church by ; he honeſtly confeſſes, There:can 
be-no place for ich Notes, when the autherity -of the 

Scripture, is denied, Which is a pain confeſſion, 
how_ vain. theſe Notes are,_ till gaen believe: the 


' coficerning the Notes of the Church, 
Scriptures ; and when they believe the Scriptures, 
they: may find more eſſential Notes of a Church 
than theſe, viz. that frue Evangelical Faith and 
Worfhip , which makes a Church ; but theſe 
"Notes the Cardinal reje&ts , becauſe we cannot 
know the true Faith, and' the Scftiptures, without 
the Church ; and the Juſtifier of Be/larmin fays, 
that there can no place for the Notes of the 
Church, when tht Authority of the Scripture is 
denied : 'and therefore they muſt firſt agree this 
matter -, © before ' I 'can ſay 'any thing more to 
them, 


Bur yet he fays, If the Church ſhould ſay to a 
Pagan, We have ſome” Books Sacred with us, which 
we reckon” are Oracles of God , tranſmitted to us 
from generation to generation , for almoſt ſeventeen 
hundred years , which we and our forefathers have 
been verſed in by daily Explications, Homilies, Ser- 
mons. However you accord not with the Contents 


of the Book , yet we juſtly take our ſelves to be 


the beſt Judges and "Expoinders of thoſe Oracles. 
The Pagan would ſay , the Church ſpoke reaſon, 
Pag. 44. But nothing to the purpoſe. For the 
queſtion is-, What Notes of a Church you will 
give to a "Pagan, to convince' him, which is 
the true Church, before he: believes the Scripture; 
and here you —_— Pagan would grant, that 
you were the beſt Interpreters of Books that you 
accounted Divine, and had been verſed: in near feven- 
teen hundredyears. But would this make a Pagan be- 
lieve the Scrixhure? Or take your words for ſuch Notes 
of a Church, as you pretended to produce out of 

I 2 Scripture ? 


if , 
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Scripture? eſpecially ' if he knew that there were 
other Chriſtians , who pretended to the Scriptures 
and the interpretation of them', as well -as your 
ſelves ; and: the only way you had to defend your 
ſelves againſt them, was without the authority of 
Scripture, to make your ſelves Judges both of the 
Scriptures and the Interpretation of them. 


But he knows none that are ſo ſenſeleſs to reſolve 
all their. Faith into the authority of the Church. 1 
perceive he- does not know Oardinal Be4armin , 
whom he undertakes to juſtifie, as any one 
would gneſs by his way of juſtifying him : let but 
the Romaniſts quit this Plea , that our Faith muſt 
be reſolved into the Authority of the Church, and 
I Hal not deſpair to ſee our other Diſputes fairly 
Ee j 


For the Concluſion of the whole, I obſerved, 
That it is a moſt ſenſeleſs thing to reſolve all our 
Faith int9 the. authority of the Church. Whereas 
it.' is. demonſtrable , that we muſt know, and believe 
woſt of the Articles of the Chriſtian Faith, before 
we can know , whether there be any Church or mot, 
The order obſerved in the Apoſtles Creed is a 
plain evidence of this : for. all thoſe (Articles which 
are before the Holy Catholick Church, muſt in or- 
der of nature be known before. it, | 


- This he grants, that z» order of Natare all | theſe 
Articles of the Creed; concerning Fargets Son,. and 
Holy Ghoſt, muſt be:-known, before {ve can know 
a Church, but to «s the Church is moſt knows : 

Which 


/ 
{ 


\ 


» 
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Which is plain and down-right non-fenſe ; if by 
moſt known, he means firſt known , which is the 
preſent diſpute ; for whatever by the order of na- 
ture muſt be known firſt , muſt be firſt known 
without any diſtintion, For we ſpeak now not 
of the Methods of Learning ,. but of reſolving our 
Faith into its firſt Principles, and that furely 
muſt follow the order of nature. If the belief of 
the Chur Authority be not in order of nature 
before the belief of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, it 
is a ſenſeleſs thing to reſolve our Faith into thar, 
which though we ſhould grant were the firſt cauſe 
of knowing theſe , yet is not the firſt priqciple in 
order of nature, into which Faith muſt be reſol- 
ved. Children indeed, as he obſerves, muſt receive 
their Creed upon the Authority of their Parents, 
or of the Church, which is more known to 
them, than their Creed ; as all other Scholars 
muſt receive the firſt Principles of any Art or 
Science upon the authority of their Maſters. But 
will you fay , that the Zatin Tongue is reſolved 
into the authority of the School-maſter , becauſe 
his Scholars in learning the Latiz Tongue rely 
on his authority 2 which yet 1s juſt as good ſenſe 
as to ſay, that our Faith muſt be reſolved into 
the authority of the Church , becaufe the Churclz 
teaches Catechumens their Catechiſm , and they 
receive it upon the authority of their Parents, or 
Prieſts. And hence indeed he may conclude, that 
a young Catechumen knows his Teachers before 
he knows his Creed ; but to conclude that he 
knows a Churd\ firſt, as that fignifies. a bleſſed S0- 
ciety, where Salvation is to J had, 1s a little 
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t00 much ; for that ſuppoſes that he knows the 
Church 'before. he. has learnt 7nam Santtam Eccle- 
ftam, that 1s, 'betore he has found the Church 
tm the Creed-; -which 'is «great forwardneſs in- 
deed. 

if he does not fpeak of Children , but of Men- 
Catechumens , for. ſuch there were in the Primi- 
tive Church, and ſuch he ſeems tqyq, ſpeak of , 
when he ſays, Jt i plain, that theWCatechumen 
knew there was a Church, a Bleſſed Society, where 
Salvation was to be had, before he. would enter 
himſelf to - be Catechiſed ' in the Faith, I do not 
doubt, but ſuch men did know the Church , be- 
fore they ſubmitted to” the inſtructions of it ; but 
they knew Chriſt too, and believed in him , be- 
fore they knew the Church. For they firſt be- 
lieved in Chriſt, and then joyned themſelves to 
that Society , which profeſſed the Chriſtian Faith, 
that they might be the better inſtructed in the 
Do@trines of Chriſtianity ; that they might learn 
from the -Church , what the Chriſtian Faith is, 
and the reaſons of it ; not that they would wholty 
reſolve their Faith into Church-authority, 

But I find by our Author , that the Creed 
was made only for Catechumens : For he fays, 
The firſt perſon uſed at the beginning of the Creed, 
I believe, fignifies I, who defire to be made a mem- 
ber of the Church, by the Holy Sacrament of Ini- 
tiation, do believe what -hath been propoſed to me 
firſt, and then compreheuded "in that Fundamental 
Breviate. | 

What he deſigns by this, T ca fot gueſs ; for 
Rill the - Catechumen profeſſes to believe in Fa- 
ther, 


( 


\ 
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ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, before he believes the 
.Holy Catholick Church. But pray, what does 7- 


figntfie, when a Biſhopz. or Prieſt, or the Pope him--.. 
{elf repeats the Creed ? 

If, as he concludes, We muſt believe Fathers Son, - 
and Holy Ghoſt, before we can compleatly determine + 
the Church, and its definition ; he ſhould have faid, 
before we can know whether there be a Church - 
or not, much leſs believe upon its authority, then 


indeed, as he ſays, the Creed muſt vegin with I be- 


lieve in God. * But if our. Faith muſt be reſolved 
into the authority of the: Church , as the Church 
of Rome teaches ; and as theſe laborious endea- 
vours of finding out a Church. by -extra-eſſential 
Notes ſuppoſes; then the Creed, as I faid, ought 
to begin with, 7 believe in the Holy Catholick 
Church, and upon the authority of this Church , I be--* 
lieve in God the Father Almighty, and in Jeſus Chriſt, 
and in the Holy Ghoſt. 

Thus I have with invincible patience particu-. . 


| larly anſwered one of the moſt ſenſeleſs Pamphlets. 


that ever I read; and I hope it will not be 
wholly uſeleſs; for ſometimes tt is as necellary to 
ſe non-ſenſe as to anſwer the moſt plauſible - 
ments ; though notwithſtanding” the -mirth of .. 
it, I do not deſire to be, often ſo employed, 
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